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Date; MAR 1 6 2005 
File No. 2188.07 (PFA) 
Order No. R2-2002-0089 


Mr. Dave Chesterman 
Guadalupe Watershed Manager 
Santa Clara Valley Water District 
5750 Almaden Expressway 
San Jose, CA 95118 


SUBJECT: Extension of Waste Discharge Requirements From 2004 to 2006 for the Santa 
Clara Valley Water District, Lower Guadalupe River Flood Protection 
Project, City of San Jose 

Dear Mr. Chesterman: 


The San Francisco Bay Regional Water Quality Control Board (Water Board) has received your 
request, on hehalf of the Santa Clara Valley Water District (District), to extend the construction 
work window for the Lower Guadalupe River Flood Protection Project (Project) from October 
15, 2004 to October 15, 2006. By way of this letter, the District is hereby granted a two-year 
extension for the Project, which will end October 15, 2006. All other findings and provisions 
adopted under Order R2-2002-0089 still apply. In your request for an extension, you have 
outlined the following activities to occur: 

1. Route 237 Eastbound Bridge Replacement: The bridge construction is a 2-year construction 
project with half of the new bridge to be built in each construction season. Due to design and 
coordination with Caltrans (Route 237 is a Caltrans bridge), construction was delayed in 
2004. It is anticipated that the Bridge will be completed by May 2006. 

Activities to be completed include: 

• Complete the remaining in channel levees and ramps; 

• Complete the remaining floodwalls and retaining walls; 

• Install piles, construct abutments, and complete the remaining half of the new bridge; 

• Complete the remaining highway approaches; 

• Relocate the 12-inch water line running along the Route 237 alignment; 

• Complete landscaping for the soundwall. 

2. Flood Protection Improvements along the Guadalupe River Between Alviso Marina and 
Interstate 880 include; 


Preserving, enhancing, and restoring the San Francisco Bay Area's waters for over 50 years 


Recycled Paper 
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Complete the slope protection and maintenance ramps at Highway 101. Due to the 
Caltrans Highway 101 widening project, the District did not have access for construction 
undemeath Highway 101 in 2004; 

Comnlptf* thp clnnp nmtpptian und rnainrenat^pp romnc np ttip w^st Airr'O’^ 

Parkway Bridge. Due to the Caltrans Highway 101 widening project (which had 
prevented access through Highway 101 to the Airport Parkway Bridge) and lack of 
funding, this work could not be completed in 2004; 

Complete mitigation planting on the west bank between Highway 101 and Trimble Road. 
Due to the presence of a 3-foot thick clay layer at the site, the District had to over 
excavate before planting. The additional excavation was completed in October 2004 and 
planting is expected to proceed in fall 2005; 

Complete mitigation planting on the east bank upstream of Highway 101. Due to the 
Caltrans Highway 101 widening project, the District did not have access to complete the 
flood protection work and the mitigation planting in this area. Mitigation is expected to 
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Various repairs or correction of levees, floodwalls, retaining walls that were completed in 
2004; 


Complete the excavation of sediment adjacent to the overflow weir at Pond A8. Due to 
the presence of DOtential hazardous materials, additional time was needed to collect soil 
samples for chemical analyses and to negotiate with various landfills for acceptance of 
the excavated soils. The District was only able to construct the overflow weir by October 
30, 2004. The District will have to collect soil samples in the sediment removal area and 
negotiate v/ith various landfills for acceptance of the excavated sediments before work 
can proceed. Additional sediment excavation at the weir location will have to be 
completed betw'een June and October 2005. 


Please be aware that this extension only applies to the activities described above and that it does 
not allow the District to conduct any Project activities that were not previously approved by 
Order R2-2002-0089. If you have any question regarding this letter, please contact Paul Amato 
of my staff at (510) 622-2429, or via e-mail at pfamato@,waterboards. ca.gov . 


Cc: 

Mr. Kent Aue, CDFG 

Ms. Luisa Valiela, USEPA-Region IX 

Mr. Robert Smith, USAGE - Regulatory 


Sincerely, 



Bmce H. Wolfe 
Executive Offic 
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Winston H. Hickox 

Secretary fcr 
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Internet Address: hnp://www.swrcb.ca.gov 
1515 Clay Street, Suite 1400, Oakland, California 94612 
Phone (510) 622-2300 • FAX (510) 622-2460 



Date: SEP 2 6 2002 
Site No.: 02-43-C0395 
File No.: 2188.07(PFA) 


Certified Mail No. 70020860000530543245 

Mr. Stan Williams 
Chief Executive Officer 
Santa Clara Valley Water District 
5750 Almaden Expressway 
San Jose, CA 95118-3614 

Subject: Order R2-2002-0089, Santa Clara Valley Water District Lower Guadalupe 
River Flood Protection Project, Santa Clara County 

Dear Mr. W’illiams: 

The Regional Water Quality Control Board approved the enclosed Order on September 18, 2002 
An electronic copy of the Order and appendices can be downloaded at 
http:/Avww.s\\Tcb.ca.go\'/-r\vqcb2 . If you have any questions, please contact Paul Amato at 
(510) 622-2429 or pa'^rb2.sv\Tcb.ca.gov . 


Sincerely, 



Loretta K. Barsamian 
Executive Officer 


Enclosure: Order 


California Environmental Protection Agency 

Recycled Paper 



Gray Davis 

Governor 




CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD 
SAN FRANCISCO BAY REGION 


Order R2-2002-0089 

WASTE DISCHARGE REQLTREMENTS AND WATER QUALITY CERTIFICATION FOR: 

SA^TA CLARA VALLEY WATER DISTRICT, LOWER GUADALUPE RIVER 

FLOOD PROTECTION PROJECT, CITIES OF SAN JOSE AND SANTA CLARA, 

SANTA CLARA COUNTY 

The California Regional Water Quality Control Board, San Francisco Bay Region, (hereinafter 

Board), finds that: 

1. Scope of Order: This Order establishes requirements for the Lower Guadalupe River 
Flood Protection Project (hereinafter the Project) as described in Finding No. 6 below, to 
be constructed by the Santa Clara Valley Water District (hereinafter the Discharger). 

2. Application: The Discharger applied to the Board on April 8, 2002, for Water Quality 

Certification under Section 401 of the Clean Water Act, and for wa. 5 te discharge 
requirements (VTORs), or waiver thereof, under the Porter-Cologne Water Quality 
Control Act, for the Project. The Discharger has applied to conduct activities to provide 
1 00-ycar liuuia jjiOtCCilun along ihs lOwer vjuaLialupe a uiuuiaiy lu ouuui oaii 

Francisco Bay. 
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in 1983 and 1995 on the lower Guadalupe River. These modifications w'ould restore the 
flood conveyance capacity of the existing channel and provide additional capacity to 
convey flood flows of approximately 18,350 cubic feet per second (cfs) during a design 
flood event. Portions of the lower Guadalupe River will currently flood at discharges of 
14,000 to 17,000 cfs. 


Project Need: Since 1940, there have been 10 noteworthy floods of the Guadalupe 


Rjver, the most recent ones in iy‘62, ivsi, 1960, 1990, ano 1998. i 
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was the largest, with instantaneous peak discharge (i.e., outflow rate) of 11,000 cfs at the 
Guadalupe gauging station, downstream of Los Gatos Creek. 


The principal causes of this flooding w'ere: (1) development practices have allowed 
development w'ithin the natural flood plain of the river system, and (2) development has 
occurred in a manner that increased the amount of land covered with impervious 
surfaces, thereby reducing natural percolation into the ground, increasing the rate of 
storm water runoff and increasing peak flood flow's, exceeding the capacity of the 
channel. Development in the w'atershed is estimated to have increased peak flows by 30 
to 50% over pre-development peak flow's. 
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5. Related Projects: Two additional flood protection projects have been designed 
upstream of the Project (Appendix A). They are the Upper Guadalupe River Flood 
Control Project, which is under development and is planned for completion in 2017, and 
the Guadalupe River Project (also known as the Downtown Project), permitted by Board 
Order No. 01-036, which is designed to convey 17,000 cfs through the downtown San 
Jose portion of the Guadalupe River upon completion in 2004. A Local Cooperative 
Agreement (LCA) between the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, and the Discharger, 
requires the lower Guadalupe River to have enough flood capacity to convey flows from 
the Downtown' Project upon completion. Without completion of the Lower and 
Downtown Projects, approximately 4,290 buildings would be flooded during a 100-year 
design flood event. 

6. In addition. Board Order No. R2-2002-0028, for the Santa Clara Valley Water District 
Multi-Year Stream Maintenance Program (SMP), w'as adopted on February 27, 2002, to 
permit the Discharger to conduct stream maintenance activities throughout the Santa 
Clara Basin. Permitted activities include sediment removal, vegetation management, 
bank protection, and specific minor maintenance activities. Order No. R2-2002-0028 
permits vegetation management and sediment removal from the lower Guadalupe River 
to provide additional flood protection capacity within the Project area. Impacts resulting 
from vegetation management and sediment removal within the Project area are 
considered temporary and will be mitigated according to the compensatory mitigation 
program described in Order No. R2-2002-0028. 



7. Project Description: The Project would involve modifications along 6.5 miles of 
channel between Interstate 880 upstream and the Union Pacific Railroad (UPRR) 
downstream (Appendix B). Additional work will be conducted downstream of the 
UPRR in Alviso Slough in the Baylands area. The Project has been divided into seven 
separate reaches. These reaches are (from upstream [south] to downstream [north]): 


Reach A: 1-880 to U.S. Highway 101 (U.S. 101), 

Reach B: U.S. 101 to Trimble Road, 

Reach C: Trimble Road to Montague Expressway, 

Reach D: Montague Expressway to the Hetch Hetchy Aqueduct, 
Reach E: Hetch Hetchy Aqueduct to Tasman Drive, 

Reach F: Tasman Drive to State Route (SR) 237, 

Reach G: SR 237 to the UPRR Bridge in Alviso. 
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lements of the Project include; 
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Constraction of up to four grade control weirs in the reach A lovz-flow channel 
downstream of 1-880, and grade control weirs and invert stabilization at U.S. 101, 
Trimble Road, and ivlontague Expressway; 

Construction of fjoodwalls in reach A upsireani of iwi, in ieacn F upstream ox 
SR 237, and in reach G; 

Levee improvements through construction of levee raises in reaches A-F; 

Levee constnaction along Alviso Slough; 

Replacement of the SR 237 castbound bridge to match the westbound bridee profile; 


g. Modification of stormdrain outfalls in reaches A, C, D, F, and 


Improvement of maintenance access roads, constmction of new depressed 
m.aintenance roads in reach G, and construction of maintenance road undercrossings 
at bridges; 

Bridge scour protection and invert stabilization; 

Accommodation of future recreation trail extensions on levees in the Project area; 
Moderate to aggressive management of sediment and vegetation in reaches A-G; 
Pumping fioodwaters from Cargill Salt Ponds A5, A6, A7, A8D, and A8W; and 
Construction of an overflow weir from Alviso Slough to the Cargill Salt Ponds. 


Modifications, by reach, include the following; 

Reach A will include floodwall construction; aggressive, moderate, and limited 
vegetation management, avoiding a 15-foot riparian buffer on either side of the low’ flow 
channel; planting riparian vegetation; up to four rock w'eir invert stabilization structures; 
minor bank stabilization; and new maintenance roads and ramps. A 2-foot floodw'all will 
be constructed on top of both bariks from High’vvay 101 to 98 feet upstream. Aggressive 
vegetation management in the first 394 feet downstream of 1-880, excluding the 
overlapping U.S. Army Corps of Engineers shaded riverine aquatic (SRA) mitigation 
area, involves regular cutting of vegetation to a height less than 1 foot across the channel. 
Moderate vegetation management will occur from the Highway 101 Bridge crossing to 
the dow'nstream end of the Project, and involves allow’ing trees to reach a height of 5 feet 
and herbaceous vegetation to reach a height of 1 foot. Limited vegetation management is 
permitted in the Corps’ SRA areas on either side of the low flow channel and involves 
the removal of snags and debris only. Approximately 1.88 acres of riparian vegetation 
will be planted. Up to four rock weir stabilization structures will be installed at grade 
with the channel bed and banks, and are designed to provide fish passage at all flow's. 
Minor bank stabilization w’iH occur on the east barik between Highw'ay 101 and 246 feet 
upstream of the Airport Island Bridge crossing and will include rock riprap and gabion 
slope protection. An 18-foot wide maintenance road on the top of bank will include an 


3 




ORDER R2-2002-0089 


eastbank underpass for Airport Island Bridge, a v,'estbank underpass at Airport Parkway 
Bridge, east and westbank underpasses at Highway 101 and Skyport Drive Bridge and 
access ramps. All the Project maintenance roads and ramps will be surfaced with 0.5 
foot of aggregate. 

Reach B will include levee raising, levee setback, sediment and vegetation removal, 
planting riparian vegetation, maintenance access road improvements, and outfall 
modifications. Levees will be raised in some portions to 1 foot above existing 
elevations. Downstream of U.S. 101, the west bank levee will be set back an additional 
80 feet from its current location. To maintain channel capacity, periodic sediment 
removal and moderate vegetation management will occur in the overbank areas. 

Periodic moderate vegetation management will occur in the overbank areas and inboard 
levee slopes, avoiding a 19.7-foot riparian buffer on either side of the low flow channel. 
Approximately 2.23 acres of riparian vegetation will be planted. Maintenance roads on 
top of the levees will be widened to meet the minimum width requirement of 18 feet. 
Maintenance access road improvements will include 0.5 feet aggregate surfacing. Nine 
outfalls will be protected in place, and one minor outfall will require modification. 

Reach C will include minor levee raising, moderate vegetation management, sediment 
removal, planting riparian vegetation, and maintenance access road improvements. 
Levees will be raised approximately 1.6 feet on both banks. An approximately 100-foot 
wide overflow channel will be re^excavated on the east bench along side the low flow 
channel. Periodic sediment removal will occur in the re-excavated overflow channel to 
maintain capacity. Periodic moderate vegetation management will occur in the re¬ 
excavated overflow channel and inboard levee slopes, avoiding a 19.7-foot riparian 
buffer on either side of the low flow channel. Approximately 2.36 acres of riparian 
vegetation will be planted. Maintenance roads on top of the levees will be improved to 
meet the minimum w'idth requirement of 18 feet, and a new depressed maintenance road 
will be constructed on both banks going under Trimble Road and Montague Expressway. 

Reach D will include minor levee raising, vegetation and sediment removal, maintenance 
access road improvements, and outfall modifications. Levees will be raised 2.3 feet. 
Maintenance roads on top of the levees will be widened to meet the minimum width 
requirement of 18 feet. Two 34.8-feet wdde overflow' channels will be re-excavated to 
remove accumulated sediment in the overbank areas. Periodic sediment removal will 
occur in the re-excavated overflow channels to maintain capacity. Periodic minor 
vegetation management will occur in the areas outside the 100 to 150-foot riparian buffer 
areas. Only periodic limited vegetation management will occur in the riparian buffer 
area. Access ramps will be constructed along both banks at 328 feet dow'nstream of 
Montague Expressway to the existing maintenance roads. Five major and five minor 
outfalls will require modifications. 

Reach E w-ill include minor levee raising, vegetation and sediment removal, maintenance 
access road improvements, and outfall modifications. Levees will be raised 1.6 feet. 

Two 34.8-feet w'ide overflow' channels will be re-excavated to remove accumulated 
sediment in the overbank areas. Periodic sediment removal will occur in the re- 
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excavated overflow channels to maintain capacity. Periodic minor vegetation 
management will occur in the areas outside the 100 to 150-foot riparian buffer areas. 
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in the rinarian buffer area. 


Maintenance roads on top of the levees will be widened to meet the minimum width 
requirement of 18 feet. New depressed maintenance roads will be constructed on both 
banks to provide access beneath Tasman Drive. Two major and two minor outfalls will 
require modifications. 


Reach F will include replacing the eastbound span of SR 237, floodwall construction and 
levee raising, levee rehabilitation, vegetation management, maintenance access road 
improvements, and outfall modifications. The eastbound crossing at SR 237 will be 
replaced at a slightly higher elevation than the westbound crossing to increase flood 
capacity and freeboard. Because of lack of right of way needed to raise the existing 
levees, flood walls will be constructed along the inboard ievee hinge of the first 1,969 
feet of levees. The remaining levees will be raised on average 2.3 feet. Depressed 
maintenance roads will be constructed to provide access beneath Tasman Drive. 
Sediment management has not been identified for this reach but aggressive vegetation 
management will be required at the beginning of each flood season outside of a 19.7-foot 
buffer along the low flow channel. Six major and rvV'o minor outfalls will require 
modifications. 


Reach G, from SR 237 to the UPRR will include floodwall construction, vegetation and 
sediment removal, maintenance access road improvements including new constmction of 
depressed maintenance roads, and outfall modifications. Because of the lack of right of 
way needed to raise the levees and to avoid wetland encroachment, floodw'alls will be 


constructed on the inboard levee hinge. Sediment and vegetation will be removed to a 
depth of ^ 28 feet fhr ^ wiHth of 39 36 feet alonv the edve of the deoTes^^en maintenance 
roads. Aggressive vegetation management through herbicide application -will be used to 
control the grov^dh of dense tule vegetation in the remaining overbank areas. A 19.7-foot 
buffer along the low flow channel will be avoided. New 21-foot wide depressed 
maintenance roads will be constructed along the toe of the existing levees to provide 
access to sediment and vegetation management areas. Three major and two minor 
outfalls w'ill require modification. 


The Baylands portion of the Project involves vegetation management, levee constraction, 
construction of an overflow weir opposite Alviso, levee repair, and pumping activities. 
Vegetation along approximately 738 linear feet of the east banJc of Alviso Slough w'ould 
be aggressively managed to lower floodw'ater elevations. An overflow weir would be 
j 'lr-sfrucied bcrivccn Alviso Slough and the community of Alviso to prevent flooding. 


'would facilitate flows into Cargill Salt Ponds A5, Ab, A/, aol/, auu v». 
southerly levee of Pond A6 contains three low-' spots that allov/ rare flood flows to enter 


Pond A6 from Ponds A5 and A7. These low spots, cumulatively, are approximately 
1300 feet long by 40 feet wide and wall be armored with articulated concrete mats and 
backfilled with native soil, to prevent levee failure due to the potential overtopping. A 
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pumping plan will be implemented after flooding to de-water critical environmental 
areas in the salt ponds. 

8. The Project will result in the excavation of approximately 183,100 cubic yards (cyd) of 
sediment. Of that, 72,000 cyd of sediment removal are already accounted for and 
regulated under the SMP’s Board Order as described in Finding 6 of this Order. Of the 
remaining 111,200 cyd, 52,300 cyd will be removed from the bed and the remaining 
58,500 cyd will be excavated fi-om the banks to create riparian planting benches. 

9. The Project will result in the discharge of approximately 235,400 cyd of fill to the lower 
Guadalupe River. Of that, approximately 26,000 cyd will be placed below ordinary high 
water and approximately 209,000 cyd will be placed above ordinary high water. Fill 
placed below ordinary high water will be used primarily for the construction of 
depressed maintenance roads, access ramps, rock weir stabilization structures, and slope 
protection. Fill placed above ordinary high water will be used primarily for levee 
raising, floodwalls, access ramps, and slope protection. 

10. Project Setting and Histoiy: The Guadalupe River begins at the confluence of 
Alamitos Creek and Guadalupe Creek, just downstream of Coleman Road in San Jose. 
From its beginning, the River flows north approximately 14 miles through urbanized 
portions of San Jose and Santa Clara, eventually discharging into San Francisco Bay 
through Alviso Slough. At State Route (SR) 237, the River has a total drainage area of 
approximately 160 square miles. The lower Guadalupe River reaches receive runoff 
from an urbanized region, which comprises a steep upper watershed, an urban residential 
and light commercial zone, and a significantly developed and growing downtown 
commercial zone. Storm drainage from these areas and from pumped stormwater flows 
within the Project area are also currently discharged into the lower Guadalupe River, 
adding to the volume of runoff. 

Because of the lower Guadalupe River’s historical flooding potential, several flood- 
control projects have been implemented since the 1940s. In 1963, the historical River 
channel was modified in the “central zone” (an area encompassing the lower Guadalupe 
River). The modified channel, designed to convey a peak flood discharge of 12,000 cfs, 
consisted of a trapezoidal cross section with benches be^A'een the main channel and the 
constructed levees. 

In 1983, the Discharger again improved the lower Guadalupe River channel by raising 
and setting back levees, excavating channels in the overbank (between the low-flow 
channel and new levee toes), and recommending maintenance to the design cross section 
of the channel. The 1983 improvements were designed to convey a peak flood discharge 
of 17,000 cfs from U.S. 101 to the UPRR Bridge. Implementation of a sediment 
maintenance plan began as part of this project. Subsequent channel maintenance 
activities varied from year to year until approximately 1992, when sediment management 
on the lower Guadalupe River was suspended because of regulatory limitations and 
concerns about biological effects. 
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In spring 1995, the Discharger assembled an emergency project team to investigate 
options to restore the lower Guadalupe River’s flood capacity in the interim period 
before completion of a comprehensive, multi-objective planning study and capital 
improvement project. An interim levee restoration project was constructed in summer 
1995 to cany the Corps’ design flood flow with 50% of the design freeboard. The 
project raised the lower Guadalupe River levees at selected locations between the UPRR 
Bridee and U.S. 101. 


The current lov/er Guadalupe River is confined within flood-control levees. Both the 
low-flow and flood conveyance channels have been straightened and confined by the 
previous projects. As a result, the low-flow channel is incised thj-oughout the reach, and 
sediment accumulates between the low-flow channel and the toe of the levees during 
annual high-fiow events. Sediment deposition and vegetation growth in the channel 
have reduced the overall capacity of the lower Guadalupe River channel from its 1983 
capacity of 17,000 cfs to approximately 14,000 cfs. In addition, ground subsidence 
within the reach has altered the river’s longitudinal slope. The lower end of the reach 
also has daily tidal inflow and outflow that extends upstream of Tasman Drive and 
results in tailwater effects on the 

River flow's. Fine sediments are deposited and hardened in these tidally influenced 
sections of the River, causing a continuing gradual decline in the River’s hydraulic 
conveyance capacity. 


Current planning for the Project has focused on restoring channel capacity to 
approximately 17,000 cfs to meet the terms of the Discharger’s Local Cooperative 
Agreement (LCA) with the Corps, which was signed in March 1992. Under the terms of 
the LCA, the Discharger w'ould operate and manage the lower Guadalupe River to 
provide the Corp’s design flood capacity. Inability to meet the LCA requirements could 
delay or jeopardize completion of the Downtown Project. The Project was initiated as a 
Discharger study after the low'er Guadalupe River was found to have inadequate capacity 
to carry design flood flow's from the 1995 storm events. 


The design flow rate shows an increase from 17,000 cfs at the upstream limit of the 
Project to 18,350 cfs at the dow'nstream limit. The upstream flow rate matches the rate 
being used for the design of the Dow'ntow'n Project, immediately upstream of the Project. 
Dow'nstream increases in flow are based on estimates of existing and planned pump 
inflows. 


Hydraulic analyses were conducted to determine the flow rate at which the lower 
Guadalupe PJver would overtop the levees along the various reaches. It was detemrined 
that flow's of approximately 14,000 cfs would overtop the existing levees between 
Tasman Drive and Montague Expressway. Downstream of Tasman Drive, the River 
wouiu uVci tup Lijic ievces at flow' rates of approximaiciy \ /,000 cis. Upstream ui 
Montague Expressway, the overflow capacity gradually increases to 15,000 cfs and to 
20,000 cfs beiw'een each of the successive upstream reaches. 


7 



ORDER R2-2002-0089 


The Downtown Project is scheduled for completion in 2004. Once the Downtown 
Project is completed, peak flood flows would pass in greater volume to the lower 
Guadalupe River. Because the lower Guadalupe River currently cannot convey the 
expected design flood event, floodway modifications would be designed and constructed 
to ensure that the channel improvements are operated and managed to convey the design 
flood flow with a peak of 18,350 cfs at Alviso. 

Environmental Documentation 


11. CEQA: The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) requires all projects 
approved by State agencies to be in full compliance with CEQA and requires a lead 
agency to prepare an appropriate environmental document for such projects. The public 
comment period for the August 2001, Lower Guadalupe River Planning Study, Draft 
Environmental Impact Report (SCH# 2000042051) began on August 22, 2001, with an 
announcement of the availability of the Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR). The 
formal public comment period closed on October 12, 2001. On October 2, 2001, a 
public hearing on the DEIR was held before the Discharger’s Board of Directors in the 
community of Alviso. On July 9, 2002, a public hearing on the Final Environmental 
Impact Report (FEIR) was held, and the Discharger’s Board of Directors certified the 
FEIR. The Regional Board has considered the DEIR and the FEER. 

Beneficial Uses. Project Impacts and Mitigation 

12. Beneficial Uses: The Board is charged with protecting beneficial uses from pollution 
and nuisance that may occur as a result of waste discharges in the San Francisco Bay 
Region. The potential and existing beneficial uses for lower Guadalupe River, South 
San Francisco Bay, and the Santa Clara Valley Groundwater Basin as designated in the 
Water Quality Control Plan for the San Francisco Bay Basin . 1995, and by the Clean 
Water Act. Section 401 Beneficial Use Assessment for the Lower Guadalupe River 
Flood Protection Project , dated April 2002, submitted by the Discharger include: 

Lower Guadalupe River 

a. Cold Freshwater Habitat 

b. Freshwater Replenishment 

c. Groundwater Recharge 

d. Industrial Service Supply 

b. Fish Migration 

c. Preser\'ation of Rare and Endangered Species 

d. Water Contact Recreation 

e. Noncontact Water Recreation 
f Fish Spawning 

g. Warm Freshwater Habitat 

h. Wildlife Habitat 

South San Francisco Bay 

a. Ocean, Commercial, and Sport Fishing 
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b. Estuarine Habitat 

c. Preservation of Rare and Endangered Species 

e. Shellfish Harvesting 

f. Fish Spawning 

g. V/ildlife Habitat 

Santa Clara Valley Groundwater Basin 

a. Municipal and Domestic Water Supply 

b. Industrial Process Water Supply 

c. Industrial Service Water Supply 
u. Agricultural ater Supply 

13. Permanent Beneficial Use Impacts: Project construction will result in permanent 
impacts to the following beneficial uses of the lower Guadalupe River, South San 
Francisco Bay, and the Santa Clara Valley Groundwater Basin: 

Lower Guadalupe River 

Wildlife Habitat will be permanently impacted due to the construction 

of slope protection structures, outfall structures, increased footprint of existing levees, 

depressed maintenance roads, and the overflow weir in Alviso Slough. 


South San Francisco Bay 

No permanent impacts are expected to occur. 

Santa Clara V'^alley Groundwater Basin 
No permanent impacts are expected to occur. 


14. Temporary Beneficial Use Impacts: Project construction will result in temporary 
impacts to the following beneficial uses of the lower Guadalupe River, South San 
Francisco Bay, and the Santa Clara Valley Groundwater Basin: 


Lower Guadalupe River 

; TTT^T>'3r»tc ir\ t 

activities and periodic routine maintenance : 




itii UOw«:7 


ii. LjL ww 




a. Cold Freshw'ater Habitat 

b. Fish Migration 

c. Preserv'Etion of Rare and Endangered Species 

d. Water Contact Recreation 

e. Noncontact Water Recreation 

f. Fish Spsw^ing 

g. Warm Freshwater Habitat 

h. Wildlife Habitat 

South San Francisco Bay 
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No temporary impacts are expected to occur. 

Santa Clara Valley Groundwater Basin 
No temporary impacts are expected to occur. 

15. Permanent Jurisdictional Impacts: As shown in Table 1, Project activities will result 
in the permanent loss of 0.48 acre ofnontidal freshwater wetlands, 2.48 acres of tidal 
freshwater wetlands, 0.51 acre of other waters of the State and U.S., and 2.16 acres of 
riparian habitat. Permanent impacts will result from road and levee construction 
throughout the Project area, and from weir construction and levee maintenance activities 
in the Baylands along Alviso Slough. 

16. Temporary Jurisdictional Impacts: As shown in Table 1, Project activities will result 
in the temporary loss of 27.33 acres of wetlands and other waters of the State and U.S. 
Temporary impacts to wetlands and other waters will result from sediment removal and 
vegetation management activities throughout the Project area, and from weir 
construction and levee maintenance activities in the Baylands along Alviso Slough. 


Table 1. Lower Guadalupe River Flood Protection Project Impacts 


Waterbody 

Permanent Impacts 
(acres) 

Temporary Impacts 
(acres) 

Nontidal Freshwater 
Wetlands 

0.48 

1.27 

Tidal Freshwater 
Wetlands 

2.48 

23.94 

Other Waters 

0.51 

2.12 

Total 

3.47 

27.33 


Habitat Type 

Permanent Impacts 
(acres) 

Temporary Impacts 
(acres) 

Riparian 

2.16 

0 
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lielated Pf ojeci Jurisdictional Impacts: Project sediment removal activities approved 
under the SMP will result in temporarv impacts to 6.3 acres nontidal freshwater wetlands 
sciwS ticiai iTGsliwstGr wctlsijds wiinin inc nrniis of tiic i^rojset. iiicsc 
and associated mitigation will be addressed through implementation of the SMP , as 
described in Finding 6. 


IinpHct A-Voldance and MminiizatiOii: lo avoid and minimize impacts to Deneticial 
uses, wetlands, and other waters, the Discharger will implement the following plans and 
programs, and all measures included in the Lriwer Guadalupe River Flood Protection 
Project Mitigation and Monitoring Plan (MMP) (Appendix C): 

E VVoiPtfltinn Prr»t<=^rtiAn Plon* 

b. Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP); 

c. Erosion and Sediment Control Plan: 


d. Spill Prevention and Response Plan; 

QaiI o Ctotv^ o-rtf 

V'e A iOAlf 

1. Hazardous and Toxic Materials Contingency Plan; 

g. Construct]on-Area Fish Managem.ent Program; 

h. Construction period limits; 

i. Measures to comply with the Migratory Bird Treaty Act; 

j. Bay Area Air Quality Management District feasible control measures for emissions; 

k. Traffic Management Plan; 

l. Cultural Resources Management Plan; 

m. Coordination with service providers before construction; and 

n. Noise reducing construction practices. 


In addition, the Discharger will implement the following plans developed and approved 
as part of the SMP, and w'ill implement them as part of the Project: 

Q. Best Management Practices Manual for the San Francisco Bay Area Region Multi- 
Year Stream Maintenance Program dated December 2001, 
p. Final Sediment Characterization Plan for the Multi-Year Stream Maintenance 
Program dated December 2001, and 


F irscsl A?".! t o PrArTT-orA \\7nfctr C i-n rr Arv^Kpr 0001 

J.> J. will l-WX Vt A idAl udl&u 


Permanent Jurisdictional Impact Mitigation: To compensate for unavoidable, 
permanent impacts to beneficial uses, w'etlands and other waters, the Discharger will 
construct a minim.um of 6.94 acres of wetlands at its tidal wetland mitigation site 
(formerly Cargill Salt Pond A4) located along South San Francisco Bay (Appendix D), 
and revegetate a minimum of 6.48 acres of riparian area within the Project, with 
aobronriate native rinarian species. 


Temporarj’ Impact Mitigation: To compensate for unavoidable, temporary impacts to 


H ^ j"! I C5 I 


r, i ^ I i• I ffa xi.'Atl arsA c prsA AtV!#:>r xxr'at^TC tVs a j caVs orrrisr 1S o 
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of 28.60 acres of wetlands at their tidal wetland m.itigation site (foimerly Cargill Salt 

•n_J A A\ C-.-v+'U T>«,. r A _ _J:-, Tt\ 
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21. Mitigation Monitoring Plan: The MMP provides a foil description of the Project 
compensatory mitigation components, measurable objectives for success, and monitoring 
protocols, and reporting requirements. 

Adapth'e Management 

22. Setback Levee Agreement: The Discharger has not determined whether all 
opportunities to set back existing levees along the lower Guadalupe River have been 
identified. Goals of setting back existing levees include improved flood capacity and 
geomorphic function of the lower Guadalupe River at a given location within the Project, 
and a decreased need for channel modifications that can result in impacts to water quality 
and beneficial uses. Participants of the Guadalupe Watershed Integration Workgroup 
(GWIWG), representing federal, state, and local government agencies, the Discharger, 
and others (Appendix E) have agreed that opportunities may exist to set back existing 
levees and, that the Discharger should continue to investigate levee setback feasibility 
even after the Project is approved. In response to this agreement, the Discharger has 
modified the Project design to include setback levees in Reach B, to the maximum width 
available and has identified other open parcels adjacent to the lower Guadalupe River 
that could potentially accommodate the setting back of existing levees. 

In the interest of meeting flood damage reduction requirements by 2004 and complying 
with the LCA, this Order does not include specific plans for setting back existing levees. 
However, the participants of the GWIWG recognize that current efforts towards setting 
back levees may not be exhaustive. If the Discharger’s further investigations result in 
additional opportunities to set back levees, the Discharger will evaluate these 
opportunities in the interest of improving flood capacity, water quality, and beneficial 
uses of the Guadalupe River. An Adaptive Management Team (AMT) w'as previously 
formed as a technical review panel for the Downtown Project. The AMT will continue 
to operate in its role reviewing the Downtown Project and will also act as a review panel 
for the Lower Guadalupe River Project. Proposals to set back levees will be reviewed for 
technical feasibility by the AMT and submitted to the Executive Officer for approval. 

23. Guadalupe River Baylands Restoration Agreement: Participants of the GWIWG 
have suggested that the Discharger investigate the feasibility of restoring the delta of the 
Guadalupe River in the Baylands where Cargill salt evaporator ponds currently operate. 
Goals of restoring the Guadalupe River delta include increased flood capacity of the 
lower Guadalupe River, and improved habitat in the Baylands in the area surrounding the 
mouth of the Guadalupe River. It has been recognized by the GWIWG that an effort to 
restore the delta of the Guadalupe River is beyond the scope of the current Project due to 
the level of planning required, uncertainties regarding land availability, current available 
resources, and conflicts between the amount of time required for completion and the 
LCA with the Corps. 

The Discharger has agreed to active involvement in future discussions and planning 
pertaining to acquisition and restoration efforts in the Baylands, particularly in the 
vicinity of the mouth of the Guadalupe River. In recognition of this agreement, if parcels 
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in the Baylands become available for restoration, and arc do 


i 


iCiililiiwu lu lii lUUEllOnS 


that would conform to restoration efforts of the Guadalupe River delta, then the 
Discharger will determine how it can best serve this effort w'hile increasing fioo( 
capacity and meeting regional habitat restoration goals in the BaylanuS. 


Regulatory' Framework 

24. The Board, on June 21, 1995, adopted, in accordance with Section 13244 et. seq. of the 
California Water Code, a revised Water Quality Control Plan, San Francisco Bay Basin 
(Basin Plan). The State Water Resources Control Board and the Office of 
Administrative Law approved this updated and consolidated revised Basin Plan on July 
20, 1995, and November 13, 1995, respectively. A. summary of the revisions to the 
regulatory' provisions is contained in 23 CCR 3912. The Basin Plan defines beneficial 
uses and water quality objectives for waters of the State, including surface waters and 
groundwater. This Order is in compliance with the Basin Plan. 

25. In accordance with Section 13050(d) of the California W'ater Code, “ ‘Waste’ includes 
sewage and any and all other waste substances, liquid, solid, gaseous, or radioactive, 
associated with human habitation, or of human or animal origin...” The Board has 
determined that the discharge of sediment related to construction activities and the 
discharge of sediment associated with incidental fall back related to dredging activities 
into “Waters of the State” as defined in Section 13050(e) of the California Water Code, 
are defined as waste and require the Discharger to file a report of w'aste discharge with 
the Board in accordance with Section 13260(a)(1) of the California Water Code. The 
Discharger filed a report of waste discharge on April 8, 2002. 


26. The Basin Plan Wetland Fill Policy establishes that there is to be no net loss of wetland 
acreage and no net loss of wetland value when a project and any proposed mitigation are 
evaluated together, and that mitigation for wetland fill projects is to be located in the 
same area of the Region, wherever possible, as the project. The Project complies with 
the Policy. The Policy further establishes that wetland disturbances should be avoided 
w'henever possible, and if not possible, should be minimized, and only after avoidance 
and minimization of impacts should mitigation for lost wetlands be considered. The 
Discharger has submitted documentation to show that appropriate effort was m.ade to 
a%'oid and then to minimize the Project’s wetland disturbance, as required by the Basin 
Plan. The Board concurs with this finding. 

27. Pursuant to California Water Code Section 13263 and Title 23, California Code of 
Regulations Section 3857 and 3859, the Board is issuing WDR.s and Water Quality 
Certification for the Project. 

28. The Board has notified the Discharger and interested parties of its intent to issue WDRs 
and ¥/ater Quality Certification for the Project. 


29. The Board, in a public meeting, heard and considered all comments pertaining to the 
discharge. 
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30. Certification is conditioned upon total payment of any fee required under 23 CCR and 
owed by the Discharger. 

31. A discharge of water (effluent) could result from the handling and placement of 
excavated material at an off-site temporary stockpile site (if used). Any effluent 
discharged during material placement and temporary storage is referred to as “decant 
water.” This Order regulates effluent discharged as a result of excavated material 
placement and temporary storage as described in Provision D.13. of this Order. 

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that, with the implementation of the following conditions and 
requirements, the Board certifies that the Project described herein will comply with the 
applicable provisions of sections 301,302, 303, 306 and 307 of the Clean Water Act. It is 
further ordered that, pursuant to California Water Code sections 13263 and 13267, the 
Discharger shall comply with the following: 

A. Dischar 2 e Prohibitions 

1. Project activities that result in the direct discharge of waste, as described in Section 
13050(d), of the California Water Code, from construction sites to surface waters or 
surface water drainage courses are prohibited. 

2. Project activities subject to these requirements shall not cause a nuisance as defined in 
Section 13050(m) of the California Water Code. 

3. Excavated material shall remain within designated disposal areas at all times. The 
designated disposal areas are: (a) an off-site temporary or permanent location in 
accordance with federal and state regulations, (b) any on-site temporary location 
provided material will be isolated and contained to prevent impacts to jurisdictional 
waters and beneficial uses, or (c) a permitted landfill. 

4. The discharge of decant water from any temporary excavated material stockpile or 
storage areas to surface waters or surface water drainage courses outside of the active 
excavation site is prohibited except where BMPs are adopted to comply with effluent 
and receiving water limitations. 

5. Groundwater beneficial uses shall not be degraded as a result of the Project. 

B. Effluent Limitations 


Wastewater (decant water and/or runoff water), and diverted water that drains to waters 
of the State shall not exceed the following limits of quality at any time: 

pH: 0.5 pH units above or below ambient levels 
Settleable matter: 1.0 ml/l/hr 
Dissolved sulfide: 0.1 mg/1 
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C. Receiving Water Limitations 


The Project’s activities shall not cause: 

a. The temperature of any waters providing cold or u'arm freshwater habitat to be 
increased by more than 5° F above natural temperabores unless a qualified biologist 
can demonstrate that such alteration in temperature does not adversely affect 
beneficial uses. 


b. Floating, suspended or deposited macroscopic particulate matter or foam in waters of 
the State at any place more than 100 feet from the point of discharge of diverted flow 
or decant water. 

c. Alteration of apparent color beyond present natural background levels in waters of 
the State at anyplace more than 100 feet from the point of discharge of diverted flow 
or decant water. 


d. Visible floating, suspended, or deposited oil or other products of petroleum origin in 
waters of the State at any place more than 100 feet from the point of discharge of 
diverted flow or decant water. 


e. The diverted flow or decant water shall not cause waters of the State to exceed the 
following water quality limits at 100 feet downstream fromi the point of discharge of 
diverted flow or decant water: 


uissoived Oxyg' 


.0 mg/'l minimum. V/hen natural factors cause les 


ambient concentrations, then the discharge shall not cause further reduction in the 
concentration of dissolved oxygen. 

ii. pH: A variation of natural ambient pH by more than 0.5 pH units. 


iii. Toxic or other deleterious substances: None shall be present in concentrations or 
quantities which may cause deleterious effects on aquatic biota, wiidlite or 
waterfov.'l, or which render any of these unfit for human consumption either at 
levels created in the receiving waters or as a result of biological concentrations. 


2. Turbidity of the waters of the State, as measured in NTUs, 100 feet downstream from the 

point of discharge of diverted flow and decant water, shall not increase above 
background levels by more than the following at any time: 


Receiviri! 


\'\ a I efii D au.\grumiu 


Iricreijicnta! IncreasE 


< unite 

> 50 units 


5 NTUs 

10% of background, maximum 
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D. Provisions 

General Provisions 

1. The Discharger will comply with this Order, in its entirety, immediately upon adoption 
of this Order except where Provisions of this Order specify alternative compliance dates. 

2. All plans and reports pursuant to these Provisions shall be prepared under the 
supervision of a suitable professional registered in the State of California. 

3. Project impacts shall not exceed amounts listed in Table 1 of this Order. 

4. Construction in the Guadalupe River, below ordinary high water (2.33 year flood 
recurrence inter\'al) will be limited to the summer dry season between May 1 and 
October 15 of each year, to prevent impacts to steelhead trout and Chinook salmon, 
unless notification and approval by the Executive Officer are received in advance. 

5. The Discharger is responsible for correcting any and all problems which arise in the 
event of Project failure, including a failure to meet the conditions of this Order, that 
result in an unauthorized release of waste or wastewater. 

6. Certification is not intended and shall not be construed to apply to any activity involving 
a hydroelectric facility and requiring a FERC license or an amendment to a FERC license 
unless the pertinent certification application was filed pursuant to 23 CCR 
Subsection 3855(b) and that application specifically identified that a FERC license or 
amendment to a FERC license for a hydroelectric facility was being sought. 

7. This Order does not authorize commission of any act causing injury to the property of 
another or of the public; does not convey any property rights; does not remove liability 
under federal, state or local laws, regulations or rules of other programs and agencies nor 
does this Order authorize the discharge of wastes without appropriate permits from other 
agencies or organizations. 

8. The Discharger shall comply with all necessary approvals and/or permits for the Project 
from applicable government agencies, and shall submit copies of such approvals and/or 
permits to the Executive Officer prior to Project implementation. 

9. The Discharger shall ensure that all individuals working on Project work sites, including 
any and all contractors and sub-contractors, are familiar with the contents and 
requirements of this Order, and all relevant plans and BMPs, and shall keep copies of 
these documents at Project work sites so as to be readily available at all times to 
operating personnel and workers. 
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11. The Discharger shall permit the Board or its authorized representative, upon presentation 
of credentials: 


a. Entry on to the premises on which Project activities are planned or underway, wastes 
are located, or in which records are kept. 


b. Access to copy any records required to be kept under the terms and conditions of this 
Order. 


c. Access to inspect any treatment equipment, monitoring equipment or monitoring 
method required by this Order. 

d. Access to sample any discharge or surface water covered by this Order. 


Sediment Removal and Vegetation Management Provisions 


12. The Discharger may temporarily stockpile excavated material prior to disposal or reuse 
provided that appropriate BMPs are implemented to protect water quality and beneficial 
uses. The excavated material may be stockpiled on-site for Project reuse or for loading 
into trucks for off-site disposal. The Discharger shall contain temporary on-site 
stockpiled material so that runoff,, sediment, or decant water from the excavated material 
will not contact waters of the State outside the active excavation site without first being 
treated to meet recei\'ing water limitations described in this Order. 

13. , The Discharger shall ultimately dispose of dewatered excavated material at a peimitted 

landfill, upland disposal site, or at a reuse site in accordance with applicable state and 
federal regulations including applicable provisions of this Order and the Downtown 
Guadalupe Flood Control Project Mitigation and Monitoring Plan mercury level 
requirements, pages 2-23 and 2-24. 


14. A delineation of existing jurisdictional waters of the State and United States at any 
temporaiy’ excavated material disposal site verified according to U.S. .Army Corps of 
Engineers delineation standards shall be conducted by a qualified biologist prior to the 
construction of an impoundment at the site and submitted to the Executive Officer prior 
to the disposal of excavated material at the site(s). 


15. The Discharger shall allow natural recruitment of vegetation in all vegetation 

management areas and wili irnpiement vegetation maintenance guidelines as outlined in 
the Project Engineer’s Report dated June 2002. 
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Water Quality Provisions 

16. The Discharger shall implement BMPs to prevent pollutants from draining into waters of 
the State, including the discharge of pollutants from temporary stockpiles of excavated 
material, during transport of excavated material, from application of herbicides and 
pesticides, and from vegetation and construction related materials. 

17. The Discharger shall remove and properly dispose of any wastes that are discharged at 
any Project work sites in violation of this Order. 

18. The discharge of any hazardous, designated or non-hazardous waste as defined in Title 
27, Division 2, Subdivision 1, Chapter 2 of the California Code of Regulations shall be 
conducted in accordance with applicable slate and federal laws and regulations. 

19. The Discharger shall file with the Board a report of any material change or proposed 
change in the character, location, or quantity of this waste discharge. For the purpose of 
these requirements, this includes any proposed change in the boundaries of the designed 
disposal areas. 

20. To prevent surface erosion and sedimentation, disturbed soil related to Project activities 
will be stabilized, winterized, and revegetated with appropriate native vegetation or 
appropriate non-native sterile seed mix no later than October 15'^, without notification 
and approval of the Executive Officer of a later date. 

21. The Discharger shall divert any flow at the site (hereinafter diverted flow) around the 
active Project work site in a non-erosive manner using a pipe, or other BMP measure 
such that the flow does not flow across active work sites. 

22. If dead or dying fish or fish exhibiting stress are observed within 1,000 feet of Project 
work activity or discharge, the Discharger shall immediately assign a qualified biologist 
to investigate the cause of the problem and define an acceptable corrective action plan. 

If the cause is related to Project activities, the Discharger shall halt work activities until 
an acceptable corrective action plan can be implemented. The Discharger shall 
immediately report all incidences involving dead or dying fish or fish exhibiting stress, 
as well as prescribed action plans to the Board and the California Department of Fish and 
Game. 

23. Pursuant to California Water Code Section 13267, the Discharger shall submit a 
pumping plan and a water quality assessment to the Executive Officer six months after 
adoption of this Order, describing methods and locations of post-flood salt pond 
pumping along Alviso Slough and any anticipated water quality impacts that may result 
from salt pond discharges. If it is determined that water quality impacts may occur, the 
Discharger shall develop a contingency plan to avoid impacts to water quality and 
beneficial uses. 
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Mitigation, Monitoring and Reporting Provisions 

24= The Dischsrser shah with thg KIMP ss described in bindings 18 snd 21 of this 

Order and with any changes to the MMP developed by the AMT and approved by the 
Executive Officer. 


25. 


26. 


If compensatory miitigation has not developed in accordance with the performance 
criteria established in the MMP by year 10 after project completion, the Discharger shall 
prepare a revised mitigation plan acceptable to the Executive Officer, addressing 
corrective action, outlining additional monitoring, or proposing new mitigation that will 
comply with the MMP’s performance criteria. The revised mitigation plan will be 
submitted for Executive Officer approval no later than 90 days following the final 10- 


VPar momtAnno 
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27. No later than 60 days prior to the start of constmction for each phase of the Project, the 
Discharger will submit 90% design plans to the Executive Officer, with the exception in 

Provision D.28. 

28. The Discharger shall submiit to the Executive Officer for approval, 60% design plans for 
the bed stabilization structures in Reach A, no later than 60 days prior to construction. 

29. The Discharger shall develop and implement a Guadalupe River Watershed Sediment 
Source Identification and Reduction Program (Program) to identify and control 
significant sediment sources in the Guadalupe River Watershed. The primary' objective 
of the Program! will be to reduce the need for sediment removal activities described in 
Finding 8 of this Order, and associated imipacts to water quality and beneficial uses in the 
reaches of the Project. The Discharger, in cooperation with Board staff, shall develop 
this Program to identify locations within the Guadalupe P^iver Watershed where 
sediiuerit inputs are considered significant contributors to downstream sedim.ent 


deposition. The Program will identify measures, including but not limited to regulatory 
authority of the Board, to control identified sedimi'ent sources. A Program plan shall be 
submitted to the Executive Officer for approval no later than six months following the 
date of this Order. Program implementation shall begin no later than one year following 
the date of this Order. 

Adaptive Management 


30. Pursuant to California Water Code Section 13267, the Discharger shall submit a 

technical report to the Executive Officer six months following adoption of this Order, 
describing efforts to identify and pursue opportunities to set back levees along the lower 
Guadalupe River within the footprint of the Project. The Executive Officer will review 
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-the report and respond in writing whether additional actions and reports are required to— 

meet the goals of the Setback Levee Agreement described in Finding 22 of this Order. 

31. Pursuant to California Water Code Section 13267, the Discharger shall submit a 

technical report to the Executive Officer one year following adoption of this Order, 
describing efforts to identify and pursue opportunities to restore the delta of the 
Guadalupe River in the Baylands. The Executive Officer will review the report and 
respond in writing whether additional actions and reports are required to meet the goals 
of the Guadalupe River Baylands Restoration Agreement described in Finding 23 of this 
Order. 

I, Loretta Barsamian, Executive Officer, do hereby certify that the foregoing is a full, complete 
and correct copy of an Order adopted by the California Regional Water Quality Control Board, 
San Francisco Bay Region, on September 18, 2002. 


cfmtti. L. 



Loretta Barsamian 
Executive Officer 


Appendices: 

A. Map of Related Projects 

B. Map of Project Area 

C. Lower Guadalupe River Flood Protection Project Mitigation and Monitoring Plan 

D. Map of Wetland Mitigation Site 

E. GWIWG Participants'” 
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APPENDIX C 


LOWER GUADALUPE RIVER FLOOD PROTECTION PROJECT 
MITIGATION AND MONITORING PLAN 


Due to the size of this appendix, paper copies will only be provided upon request. 
To request electronic copy, contact Paul Amato at pa^ rb2.swrcb.ca.gov or go on 
line to http://w\\'\v.s\\Tcb.ca,go\’/~rwQcb2 
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Chapter 1 

Introduction 


Mitigation Measures may refer to a wide range of conditions and controls on a 
project to reduce its impact on the environment. When a lead agency approves a 
project and adopts mitigation measures for significant impacts disclosed in an 
environmental impact report, it is required by California state law (Public 
Resources Code Section 21081.6) to establish a mitigation monitoring or 
reporting program to ensure that the mitigation measures are implemented. 

This mitigation and monitoring plan (MMP) has been prepared to avoid, 
minimize, or compensate for impacts on resources irom the Lower Guadalupe 
River Flood Protection Project (Project), as described in the LGRP Final 
environmental impact report (Final EIR) prepared by the Santa Clara Valley 
Water District (District) (Santa Clara Valley Water District 2002). 

The MMP contains general introductory information on the MMP (Chapter 1); 
the LGRP proposed project description (Chapter 2); a mitigation and adaptive , 
management program (Chapter 3); a list of citations (Chapter 4) and a list of 
report preparers (Chapter 5). Detailed plans and specifications for mitigation 
plantings are not part of the MMP but are included in the District’s project 
designs. 

The MMP is being prepared in response to CEQA and regulator>’ agency 
requirements associated with mitigation of project-related adverse effects on the 
environment. The MMP will be used to ensure that mitigation would: 

■ be adequate to ensure that the LGRP causes no significant adverse effects on 
environmental resources; 

■ fulfill the requirements stipulated in project permits and authorizing 
documents; and 

■ be in compliance with laws that govern adverse effects on environmental 
quality and with the legal instruments implementing those laws. 

The MMP identifies and describes LGRP environmental commitments that 
would ensure the protection of enwonmental resources present in the project 
area. Unavoidable damages to resources must be rectified by repairing, 
rehabilitating, or restoring the affected resources. Damages to resources that 
cannot be repaired, rehabilitated, or restored must be compensated for by 
replacing them or providing substitute resources or environments. Substitute 
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introduction 


resources, on 




in the balance, need to be at least equal in value and significance to 


Table 3-1 in Chapter 3 summarizes the LGRP impacts, mitigation objectives, 
environmental commitments, mitigation measures, location of measures, general 
monitoring and reporting requirements, tim.eframe for implementing the 
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iti^stion rncssurcs, 


An implementation plan (IP) will also be prepared for riparian and wetland 
habitat, fish passage and stranding, mercury-related mitigation measures, and 
mcEsurcs to svo-d irnpHcts o— soccisl-stHtiis species in the Bsylsuds study bxcb. 
sftcr sdoption End eertificEtiOTi oi the linHl EK. End issuEncc ol psrrnits by the 
rcgulEtory agencies. The IP will provide detailed construction plans and 
specifications for implementing the adopted compensatory mitigation measures 
and mitigation measures requiring iong-term monitoring activities. The IP will 
include specific tecbjiiques for implementing mitigation measures. Tie IP will, 
at a minimum, include the following items for habitat restoration mitigation 
measures: 

® the rationale used to determine the target plant communities and mitigation 
ratios; 

w planting techniques for terrestrial and aquatic vegetation corresponding to the 
planting surfaces; 

B revegetation plant propagule types and planting densities that may be used in 
the target plant communities; 

« proposed irrigation methods, water sources, and application rates; 

K bank and planting area stabilization techniques that will be used; 

B grass seeding techniques; 

® fish stranding monitoring and report techmiques; and 

H monitoring and reporting requirements for avoiding impacts to special-status 
wildlife species 

Compensatory mitigation implementation will be performed by a licensed 
revegetation contractor(s) experienced in site grading, stream and iishenes 
habitat restoration, and riparian habitat restoration. Before work begins on each 
mitigation phase, the contractor will stake the limits of work for approval by the 
District. The contractor will provide a 3-year maintenance and monitoring period 
after final acceptance of the implementation phase of the mitigation by the 
District. The District will provide long-term operations and maintenance for the 
Project. 
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Chapter 2 

Project Description 


The District proposes to construct the LGRP along the lower 10.5 km (6.5 miles) 
of the Guadalupe River, between 1-880) and the UPRR bridge in the cities of San 
Jose and Santa Clara (figure 2-1). Through the LGRP, the District proposes to 
modify previous flood-control improvements initiated in 1982 and 1995 on the 
lower Guadalupe River. These modifications would restore the flood- 
conveyance capacity of the existing channel and provide additional capacity to 
convey flood flows of approximately 481 cms (17,000 cfs) during a design flood 
event. Based on hydrologic analyses, the proposed project will be able to 
accommodate an additional 1,350 cfs from local drainage in the cities of San Jose 
and Santa Clara. The proposed modifications would balance the need for flood- 
control structures and channel maintenance with the goal of protecting and 
enhancing environmental conditions and public access. 

The LGRP is located downstream of 2 flood protection projects: the Upper 
Project and the Downtowm Project (figure 2-1). Flood protection projects have 
already been initiated for these 2 reaches. Proposed flood protection work for the 
Upper Project has been authorized under Section 101(a)(9) of the Water 
Resources Development Act (WRD.A.) of 1999 (Public Law [PL] 106-53). The 
Downtown Project has been authorized under Section 401(b) of the WRDA of 
1986 (PL 99-662) and is a federally authorized project (U.S. Army Corps of 
Engineers 2002). The LGRP is required to convey design flood flow's from both 
the Upper Project and Downtown Project. 

For the purposes of evaluation and discussion, the LGRP area is divided into 
7 reaches (figure 2-2). These are (from upstream [south] to downstream [north]): 

■ reach A: 1-880 to U.S. Highway 101 (U.S. 101), 

■ reach B: U.S. 101 to Trimble Road, 

■ reach C: Trimble Road to Montague Expressway, 

■ reach D: Montague Expressway to the Hetch Hetchy Aqueduct, 

■ reach E: Hetch Hetchy Aqueduct to Tasman Ehive, 

■ reach F: Tasman Ehive to State Route (SR) 237, and 

■ reach G: SR 237 to the UPRR bridge in Alviso. 
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Project Description 


The Proposed Project includes: 

a minor bank modification at the 1-880 bridge approach in reach A; 

B construction of up to 4 grade-control weirs in the reach-A low-flow channel 
downstream of 1-880 and grade-control weirs and invert stabilization at 
U.S. 101, Trimble Road, and Montague Expressway; 

a construction of floodwalls in reach A (west bank) upstream of U.S. 101, in 
reach F upstream of SR 237, and in reach G; 


construction of levee raises in reaches A-F; 

replacement of the SR 237 eastbound bridge to match the westbound bridge 




H modification of up to 19 storm drain outfalls in reaches A, C, D, F, and G; 

H improvement of maintenance access roads, constmction of new depressed 
maintenance roads in reach G, and construction of maintenance road 
undercrossings at bridges; 

H moderate to aggressive management of sediment and vegetation in reaches 
A-G; 


s accommodation of future recreation trail extensions on levees in the project 
area; and 


B levee maintenance. 


urade uontrol Weirs 


Construction of up to 4 grade control weirs in the reach .A low-flow channel 
would be required to stabilize the channel bottom, improve stream habitat, and 
reduce the potential for bank erosion. The weirs would provide additional 
instream cover and deepen pools for fish while providing adequate fish 
migration. (Please refer to figure 2-3 for typical detail of a grade control weir.) 
In addition, they would act as grade-control structures that would mdnimize 
upstream lateral migration of the low-flow channel, bank erosion, and 
aggradation. 


The grade control weirs would be constructed of Class HI riprap, 0.2-0.6 meter 
(m) (10-24 inches [in]) in diameter and would be keyed into the bank to 
eliminate erosion. The weirs would be constructed in an arch with the point of 
the arch facing upstream and the span at the minimum of the bankfull. channel 
-width. This design would direct stream energy away from the banks and create a 
dowTistream plunge pool for energy dissipation. The riprap weirs would be self- 


healing, pr 


►’enting undermining of the weir structures. 




\'kre>^TQ 


would depend on the width of the river where the weirs are constructed. 
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Project Description 


Invert Stabilization 

Invert stabilization would be required to prevent bridge pier scour under Skyport 
Drive, Airport Parkw-ay, Airport Island Road, U.S. 101, Montague Expressway, 
and Trimble Road. Several grade control weirs, similar to those described 
previously, would also be needed to protect the U.S. 101, Montague Expressway, 
and Trimble Road bridges. The channel bed and banks would be over-excavated 
under the bridges and for a distance of 3 m upstream and downstream of the 
bridge. These excavations will be filled in by an approximately Im-thick layer of 
Class in riprap that will be resistant to estimated shear loads. In addition, the 
uppermost layer of the riprap will be backfilled with native soil materials to 
allow the establishment of herbaceous vegetation. 


Construction of Maintenance Road Undercrossings 

New maintenance roads would be constructed under all bridges and would 
require some hardening in the vicinity of ramps from the channel to levee tops. 

In reach G, new' depressed maintenance roads would be constructed on the east 
and west banks to provide access for maintenance vehicles and hea \7 equipment. 
The new maintenance road system would be 6.4 m (21 feet [ft]) wide and extend 
from SR 237 to the Gold Street bridge. 


Bridge Replacement 

The eastbound SR 237 bridge in reaches F and G poses a substantial constriction 
of the capacity of the lower Guadalupe River channel. To improve channel 
capacity at this location, the District is proposing to demolish the existing 
structure and to build a new bridge to match the height of the existing westbound 
bridge and road profile. The new bridge w'ould be constructed within and 
immediately adjacent to the existing bridge footprint, and the new bridge piers 
would be placed in the same location as existing piers. Bridge construction 
w’ould be conducted in late spring or early summer during seasonal low flow's in 
the lower Guadalupe River. Designs for the replacement bridge are not yet 
completed. 


Construction of Floodwalls 

The LGRP project would require the construction of concrete floodw'alls in 
reach A upstream of U.S. 101 (west bank), in reach F upstream of SR 237, and in 
all of reach G on both levees between SR 237 and the UPRR crossing. Floodwall 
heights at these locations would vary but would not exceed 1.22 m (4 ft) and 
would be constructed at the inboard hinge of the top of the levee. 
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Project Description 


The Proposed Project would also require raising levees to improve channel flow 
conveyance and meet channel freeboard criteria on existing levees in reaches A- 
F. The height of raised levees in these areas would vary but would not exceed 
0.6 m (approximately 1.97 ft). Where levee raising is the preferred treatment, 
levees would be raised by extending the outboard side slope to the desired height. 


Modification of Stormdrain Outfalls 

Modifications to drainage outfalls generally would be limited to placement of a 
hardened surface (i.e., rock riprap) adjacent to existing drainage outfalls to 
reduce bank erosion from outfall discharges. 


Levee Maintenance 


Levee maintenance would consist of removing trees, vegetation, and other debris; 
stripping off all cracks/erosion and sloughing areas, sealing animal burrows, and 
removing the upper 0.9 m (3 ft) of expansive soils. 


Sediment Management 

Implementation of the structural flood-control features of the Proposed Project 
would require sediment excavation in reaches B-E to ensure that the “as-built” 
condition of the channel is maintained for the i 00-year life of the project. The 
Lower Guadalupe River Sedimentation Study (Northwest Hydraulic Consultants 
2000) indicates that most of the sediment deposition in the lower river is in 
reaches B-E (approximately 13,610-15,420 m.etric tons [15,000-17,000 tons] per 
year). Sediment management activities would occur in the channel during 
summer and fall when flow inundation in these areas is a low probability. 


Vegetation Management 


In addition to removal of channel vegetation as part of sediment management 
activities, long-term. LGRP channel capacity would require ini tial rCiiiOval of 
vegetation in areas of the chanmel to establish initial operating conditions of the 
project. Once the initial vegetation conditions are established, periodic remo%'al 
of vegetation to control the size and grov-lh of riparian forest, riparian scrub, 
seasonal and perennial wetland vegetation, and ruderal herbaceous vegetation 
would be required. Vegetation management would be required in areas of 


reach A that are not proposed for riparian planting by the Corps or California 
Department of Transportation (Caltrans) or for a 4.5-m (15-ft) buffer area 
adjacent to the low-flow' channel. Vegetation generally would be removed in 
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alternating strips on either side of the channel to ensure that as much wildlife 
habitat as possible is maintained for each reach. 

The goal of the vegetation management program is to balance the need to remove 
vegetation periodically from the flood-control channel with the need to maintain 
and enhance ecological functions and values in the lower Guadalupe River. The 
vegetation management program for reaches A-F would include initial removal 
of vegetation from bridge transition areas, overbank areas, and levees and would 
maintain buffer areas along the low-flow channel and riparian corridor. Routine 
vegetation maintenance would occur in subsequent years to maintain the “as 
built” channel condition. Woody and herbaceous vegetation would be cut or 
treated with herbicides in vegetation management areas to reduce vegetation 
heights to less than 0.3 m (1 ft). Vegetation management would occur during the 
summer and fall months, when flow inundation in the channel is a low 
probability. 

Reach G would require aggressive vegetation management to remove and 
prevent regrowth of emergent wetland vegetation to ensure adequate flood 
conveyance at the SR 237 bridge. Vegetation management in reach G would 
involve excavating 17.5-m (57.4-ft)-wide areas on both banks adjacent to the 
new depressed maintenance road to a depth of approximately 1 m (3.3 ft). This 
shallow excavation is intended to reduce the frequency of treatment in this reach 
of the channel and substantially reduce the roughness created by dense stands of 
bulrush. Between the excavated area and a 6-m (20-ft) low-flow-channel buffer 
area, vegetation would be managed using herbicide treatment. 


Environmental Commitments to Avoid and Minimize 
Adverse Project Effects during Construction and 
Operation of the LGRP 

Under the LGRP action alternatives, environmental commitments (preventive 
measures) would be implemented to avoid and minimize potential adverse effects 
on sensitive resources, including riparian and wetland vegetation, and on aquatic 
resources and wildlife during construction. Environmental commitments are also 
included to reduce construction nuisances and disruptions on nearby residences 
and businesses and on the transportation system. These environmental 
commitments, described in chapter 2 of the Final EIR, include: 

■ a vegetation protection plan, 

■ a SWPPP, 

■ an erosion and sediment control plan, 

■ a spill prevention and response plan, 

■ a soil management plan, 

■ a hazardous and toxic materials contingency plan. 
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^ a constraction-area fish management program, 

^ CuiiSLruciiOii limits, 

® measures to comply with the Migratory Bird Treaty Act, 

■ measures to implement BAAQMD’s feasible control measures for PM 10 
emissions from soil removal activities, 

® a traffic control plan, 

B a cultural resources management plan, 

■ contact v/ith seivdce providers before construction, and 
^ noise-reducmg construction practices. 


The requirements associated with these environmental commitments would be 
included in the construction contractor’s plans and specifications. Tne 
env'ironmentai commitments are identified and described cnapter j ol the ivIMP. 


Additional Mitigation Measures to Avoid, Minimize, or 




mpensa 
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Construction and Operation of the LGRP 


Additional mitigation measures, as needed, to reduce project impacts to less- 
than-significant ,levels are described in chapter 3 and 4 of the Final EIR and 
chapter 3 of the MMP. These additional measures include structural features to 
minimize flooding in Alviso, minimize hydraulic effects on Alviso Slough, and 
minimize effects on Cargill’s salt production facilities in the baylands. They also 
include compensatory measures to replace wetland and riparian habitats that 
would be disUirbed by construction and maintenance operations. 


■ Mitigation Measure HH-1: Construct West-Perim.eter Levee Around Alviso 

s Mitigation Measure HH-2: Construct Alviso Slough Overflow Weir and 
Harden Pond A6 Levee 

9 CTPtiOr* Ptim-n Qrmll anrl TTQP\X7Q 

Refuge 

M Mitigation Measure HH-4; Manage Vegetation in Alviso Slough from 
UPRR Downstream to Overflow Weir 

^ Mitigation Measure WQ-1: Develop and Implement a Mercury Monitoring 
Plan 

H Mitigation Measure V-1: Replace or Compensate for Loss of Riparian and 
Wwilsrid linbitHt 

^ NlitigstiOii ^vlsssurc A-dditionsl I^cplacsmcnt or Compcnsstion for Loss 

UL i\juai idii oiiM T* wiiaiiu XiaL/iLAt 
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-■—Mitigation Measure W-1: Avoid Nesting Raptors and Birds-During-- 

Construction and Maintenance 

■ Mitigation Measure W-2: Provide an On-Site Biologist During Construction 
Phase 

■ Mitigation Measure F-1: Provide Fish-Passage Connection 

■ Mitigation Measure LU-1: Install Public Safety Measures 

■ Mitigation Measure CR-1: Monitor all Excavation for Cultural Resources 

■ Mitigation Measure CR-2: Avoid Vibrational Impacts on the Alviso Historic 
District 

■ Mitigation Measure CR-3: Restrict Sites Used for Staging Areas 

■ Mitigation Measure CR-4; Avoid Impacts on Sensitive Subsurface 
Archaeological Resources 

Chapter 3 of the MMP identifies the LGRP impacts, mitigation objectives, 
environmental commitments, additional mitigation measures, location of 
measures, monitoring and reporting requirements, timeframe for implementing 
the measures, and the entity responsible for implementing the mitigation 
measures. 
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Chapter 3 

Mitigation Monitoring and 

Adaptive Management 


Monitoring and Adaptive Management Objectives 

The LGRP mitigation and monitoring objectives include: 

B provide ongoing monitoring of mitigation measures, vv'here applicable, 
fhroughout the life of the Proposed Project to assure that the acuial benefits 
of mitigation mieasures comply with miitigation requirements; 

@ provide a mechanism for implementing corrective actions in the event that 
mitigstion measures do not meet the perfoirnsnce standards established lor 
the Proposed Project; and 

■ provide annual reporting of monitoring results for applicable environmental 
commitments and mitigation measures. 

The adaptive management objectives are to ensure that implemented mitigation 

measures will: 


replace the amount, quality and value of riparian and wetland habitat 
removed by project construction; 


provide a mechanism for modifying mitigation approaches depending on the 


Tr\ mppt cfprtnaTnc’ 


allow successful migration of anadromous fish fhrough the LGRP area; 

prevent fish from being stranded in sediment management areas of the 
Project; and 

prevent the accumulation of mercury laden sediments in the Cargill Salt 
Ponds. 
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Monitoring and Reporting 

The LGRP Final EIR presents environmental commitments that the District has 
incorporated into the LGRP design to ensure the project would avoid or minimize 
impacts on lower Guadalupe River resources. To ensure that these measures are 
implemented during LGRP construction, monitoring and/or reporting 
requirements are applied to the commitments as if they were mitigation 
measures. Monitoring and reporting requirements for mitigation measures 
recommended to avoid, reduce or compensate for specific LGRP impacts are 
presented in a similar manner. Table 3-1 provides a general overview of how 
environmental commitments and mitigation measures will be implemented, the 
entit>' responsible for implementation, the location of measures, monitoring and 
reporting requirements, and timing of implementation. Specific discussions of 
mitigation measures and monitoring and reporting requirements are also 
provided. Table 3-2 links environmental commipnents and mitigation measures 
with specific performance standards and indicators. 


Environmental Commitments 

The LGRP has incorporated specific environmental commitments into the 
Proposed Project that will be incorporated into the project design. The purpose 
of making these environmental commitments is to avoid or minimize potential 
environmental impacts that could occur during construction or regular 
maintenance of the Proposed Project. These commitments are generally 
consistent with the District’s standard BMPs and commitments established for 
the DowTitov-Ti Guadalupe River Project. 


Vegetation Protection Plan 

A vegetation protection plan will be prepared and implemented as part of the best 
management practices (BMPs) included in the LGRP’s construction plans and 
specifications. The vegetation protection plan will include measures to protect 
vegetation during construction. Before project construction, plastic barricade 
fencing will be erected, or similar measures will be taken, along construction- 
area boundaries to protect the vegetation to be avoided.* If any protected trees are 
damaged during construction, they will be trimmed under the direction of a 
qualified arborist to minimize the risk of disease. Trees not approved for 
removal but dam.aged beyond recovery during construction will be replaced with 
trees of the same species or another species listed on the mitigation plans and 
specifications in a riparian forest or SRA cover vegetation mitigation area. 
Replacement ratios will be determined in consultation with USFWS. The 
selected construction contractor(s) will be responsible for implementing the plan 
w'ith District oversight. 
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MonitorLna and Renortlno 
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Prior to constraction, the District will conduct a “walk through” with the selected 
contractor to ensure that vegetation barricades are installed at the proper 
locations. The District will conduct weekly surveys to ensure that barricades are 
still in place and document incursions into the protected areas. Protected areas 
are located primarily at the following locations; 

1) adjacent to grade control weirs in reach A; 

2) adjacent to the iow-fiow channel vegetated buffer areas in reaches A - G; 

3) at riparian mitigation planting areas in reaches A, B, and C (for planting 
conducted by the District, Corps, and Caltrans); 


4) adjacent to designated sediment management and vegetation managemer 
areas as identified in the LGRP Engineers Report; 


5) adjacent to levee construction areas that involve construction on the inboard 
levee slope; and 

6) adjacent to Alviso Slough weir structure (Mitigation Measure HH-2). 

If a protected tree is damaged, the contractor must notify the E>!strict immediately 
and within one week submit a report from a certified arborist about the condition 
of the tree and measures to be taken to, if possible, to save the tree. Upon 
District approval, the contractor shall implement the recommendations of the 
arborist report at their expense. If wetland revegetation in protected areas is 
affected by construction it will be replaced in pond A4 or restored on site. 


After completion of the construction activities, the District will submit a report to 
the USFWS detailing incidental damage to protected trees and wetland 
vegetation and a plan to mitigate, if necessary, for those damages. Mitigation 
and m.onitQring requirements for damaged trees will be the same as for riparian 
forest or SRA cover vegetation. 


Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan 

The LGRP is subject to stormwater quality regulations established under the 
NPDES, described in Section 402 of the CWA. In California, the NPDES 
program requires that any construction activity disturbing 5 or more acres 
comply with the statewide general permit, as administered by the SWRCB. The 
general permit requires elimination or minimization of non-stormw'ater 
discharges from construction sites and the developm.ent and implementation of a 
SWPPP for the site. The primiary elements of a SWPPP are descnptions of: 

B site characteristics, including runoff and streamflow characteristics and soil 
erosion hazard and construction procedures; 
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■ guidelines for proper application of erosion and sediment control BMPs, 
including vegetative and structural practices, which are to be delineated on a 
topographic map; 

■ measures to prevent toxic materials spills; and 

■ housekeeping practices on the construction site. 

The SWPPP also specifies that the extent of soil and vegetation disturbance will 
be minimized by control fencing or other means and that the extent of soil 
disturbed at any given time will be minimized. The SWPPP must be retained at 
the construction site. Implementation of the SWPPP will be monitored during 
LGRP construction; on completion of construction, the SWRCB will be notified 
that all state and local requirements were met. 


Monitoring and Reporting 

Prior to construction, the District will conduct a “walk through” with the selected 
contractor to ensure that BMPs are installed at the proper locations. The District 
will conduct weekly surveys to ensure that BMPs are still in place and document 
non-compliance issues. 

The District will notify the contractor immediately if there is a compliance issue. 
Within one week the contractor submit a report outlining the actions taken to be 
in compliance with the SWPPP. 

After completion of the construction activities, the District will submit a notice to 
the SWRCB indicating that the all state and local requirements were met. 


Erosion and Sediment Control Plan 

As discussed previously, the SWPPP includes measures to minimize erosion and 
sediment movement into the river. Increased sediment input to a stream has the 
potential to adversely affect aquatic species and their habitat. An erosion and 
sediment control plan will be prepared and implemented by the selected 
contractor(s). The District will oversee implementation of the erosion and 
sediment control plan. Elements of the plan will require contractors to: 

■ conduct all construction work in accordance with site-specific construction 
plans that minimize the potential for sediment input to the stream; 

■ identify with construction fencing all areas that require clearing, grading, 
revegetation, or recontouring and minimize the extent of areas to be cleared, 
graded, or recontoured; 

■ grade spoil sites to minimize surface erosion and apply erosion control 
measures as appropriate to prevent sediment from entering watercourses or 
the stream channel, to the extent feasible; 
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Fi as practicable atter disturbarice; and 


■ avoid operating equipment in flowing v/ater by using temporary cofferdams 
or some other suitable diversion to divert channel flow around the channel 
and bank construction area. 


Monitoring and Reporting 


Prior to construction, the District will conduct a “walk through” with the selected 


contractor to ensure that BMPs are installed at the proper locations. The Distnct 
conduct weekly sui 
compliance issues. 


conduct weekJy surveys to ensure that BMrs are siiii in piauc and document Fi 


The District will notify the contractor immediately if there is a compliance issue. 
Within one week the contractor submit a report outlining the actions taken to be 
in compliance with the SWPPP. 


Spin Prevention and Response Plan 

As discussed previously, the SWPPP includes measures to prevent spills of toxic 
materials. Such spills have the potential to adversely affect aquatic species. The 
selected contractor(s) will prepare and implement a spill prevention and response 
plan that regulates the use of hazardous materials, such as the petroleum-based 
products used as fuel and lubricants for equipment and other potentially toxic 
materials associated with LGRP construction. The District will oversee 
implementation of the spill prevention and response plan. Elements of the plan 
will assure that: 


s workers will be trained to avoid and manage spills; 

a it will be established and implemented before LGRP construction and will 
include strict on-site handling rules to keep construction and maintenance 
materials from entering the river; 

■ all spills will be cleaned up immediately and appropriate agencies notified of 
any spills and cleanup procedures; 

H staging and storage areas for equipment, materials, fuels, lubricants, solvents, 
and other possible contaminants will be located outside the river’s normal 
high-water area; 

m vehicles will be removed from the river’s normal high-water area before 
refueling and lubricating; 

® any leaking vehicles will be removed from work areas immediately; and 

s equipment will not be operated in flowing water. 
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Monitoring and Reporting 

Prior to construction, the District will conduct a “walk through” with the selected 
contractor to ensure that BMPs are installed at the proper locations. The District 
conduct weekly surveys to ensure that BMPs are still in place and document non- 
compliance issues. 

The District will notify the contractor immediately if there is a compliance issue. 
Within one week the contractor submit a report outlining the actions taken to be 
in compliance with the SWPPP. 


Soil Management Plan 

The soil management plan includes protocols for classifying the content of 
wastes in soil. These protocols are based on standard analytical tests used for the 
disposal of material at appropriately licensed disposal sites (CH2M Hill 1994). 
The soil management plan also provides criteria for classification of material 
considered inert, based on California’s standard Waste Extraction Test (WET) 
procedures, as well as procedures for disposal and reuse of these materials. 
Before disposal, confirmation sampling for all constituents of concern, including 
metals, hydrocarbons, and polynuclear aromatic hydrocarbons, will be conducted 
and the soil classified pursuant to the criteria outlined in the approved soil 
management plan. 

Before project implementation, the soil management plan will be updated to 
reflect the final project design and to incorporate input from the SFBRWQCB 
regarding management of soils containing elevated mercury concentrations. The 
updated soil management plan will be submitted to the SFBRWQCB for 
approval before implementation. 

The following additional restrictions on soil management will be included in the 
soil management plan submitted to the SFBRWQCB for its approval: 

■ Sediments with mercury concentrations that exceed hazardous waste criteria 
under federal or state law’ must be disposed off-site in appropriately licensed 
disposal sites. The determination of hazardous properties will comply with 
all applicable statutes and regulations pertaining to hazardous w'astes. 

■ Excavated soils with mercury concentrations not exceeding hazardous waste 
criteria but greater than 1 milligram per kilogram (mg/kg) may not be reused 
on site unless such soils are placed above the low-flow channel or in adjacent 
areas where frequent exposure to overbank flow is not anticipated, above the 
w'ater surface elevation defined by the 3-year recurrence interval. 

■ Excavated surfaces above the 3-year recurrence interval elevation that 
contain mercury concentrations higher than hazardous waste levels w'ill be 
overexcavated and replaced w'ith soils meeting the above criteria for on-site 
reuse. Excavated surfaces below' the 3-year recurrence inter\’al elevation that 
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contain mercury concentrations greater than 1 mg/kg will be overexcavated 

2.nn vintn 

H The limitations on on-site reuse of excavated soils and sediments will also 
apply to operation and miaintenance activities throughout the life of the 
LGRP. 

The 1 mg/kg requirement is based on regulatory guidance from the SFBRWQCB 
(SFBRWQCB 2000) that states that reducing bank sediment concentrations of 
mercury to 1 mg/Tcg or less will reduce the water-column concentration of total 
recoverable mercury. Water quality in the project area presently exceeds water 
quality control plan (Basin Plan) numeric water quality objectives for mercury. 
Tnerefore, incorporation of the proposed soil reuse restrictions will result in 
improved wstcr c^uHlity under nost-proiect conditions. 

Monitoring and Reporting 

At the completion of construction or periodic sediment removal activities the 
District shall subm.it a report to the SFBRWQCB documenting the results of the 
soil testing. The report shall quantify the volume of miaterials that were required 
to be disposed of offsite and identify the disposal site that received these 
materials. 


Hazardous and Toxic Materials Contingency Plan 

Disposal of material excavated from all hazardous, toxic, and radioactive waste 
(HTRW) sites discovered within the project limits of the LGRP w'iil require 
special consideration. The District will develop a contingency plan outlining a 
course of action in the event that previously unidentified HTRW sites are 
uncovered during construction. This contingency plan will outline the immediate 
course of action to follow if HTRWs are uncovered. 


Monitoring and Reporting 


Based on the soils testing described previously or observations during 
earthmowlng activities, the Contractor shall stop work and imunediately notify the 
DTSC, the SFWQCB, and the District if they encounter HTRWs. 


Construction-Area Fish Management Program 

worKer education program wm uc undertaken to emphasize the importance of 
protecting chinook salmon and steelhead trout and their proposed designated 
critical habitat. Any activity that temporarily diverts flow' from any segment of 
the nver would require implementation of the following constraints: 
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■ Before flow is diverted, culverts and siphons will be in place so that flow to 
river segments downstream of the construction site will not be interrupted. 

■ Flow will be incrementally diverted from the affected river segment at the 
upstream boundary, with diversion progressively increasing over a 4-hour 
period in the following increments; 50%, 75%, 90%, 95%, and 100%. An 
incremental reduction in flow will allow fish in the affected river segment to 
move downstream. Sufficient flow will be maintained through bypass 
channels, culverts, or siphons employing gravity flow to allow consistent 
streamflow in the downstream segments and provide unimpeded passage of 
juvenile chinook salmon and steelhead during construction. Any pumps used 
for flow diversion will be screened in a manner consistent with the NMFS 
Fish Screen Criteria for Anadromous Salmonids. Pumping would only occur 
when other preferred methods (e.g., bypass channels, culverts, or siphons) 
were determined to be impractical. The use of pumps, if necessary, would be 
restricted to the June 15 to September 1 period. Bypass channels would be 
lined with cobble, plastic, or other suitable material to control erosion and 
prevent the mobilization of fine sediments. 

■ Adequate fish passage conditions would be met by maintaining contiguous 
flows, avoiding the creation of vertical drops in excess of 6 inches, and 
maintaining suitable water velocities (i.e., 8 fps or less) and w'ater depths 
(minimum of 1 foot). 

■ All native aquatic vertebrates and larger invertebrates will be moved by a 
qualified fisheries biologist before dewatering. 

■ Fish will be removed from pools remaining after flow is diverted from the 
river segment. A method to capture stranded fish will be developed 
cooperatively by the District, NMFS, and DFG. Qualified fish biologists will 
transport captured fish immediately to a flowing segment of the river. 
Protocol for capture and release will be developed in cooperation with NTvIFS 
and DFG. Fisheries biologists will contact NMFS immediately if any 
steelhead or chinook salmon are found dead or injured (except for spawmed- 
out adult chinook salmon). 

■ Adult chinook salmon are likely to arrive at cofferdam sites before the end of 
construction on October 15. If necessary, upstream passage for chinook 
salmon and other salmonids will be provided through or around construction 
sites from June 15 through September 1. The need to provide passage will be 
based on the occurrence of more than 25 adult chinook salmon, flow 
conditions, and cooperative assessment of passage needs by the District, 
NMFS, and DFG. After September 1, the District will ensure that 
cofferdams are constructed to allow for uninterupted passage of migrating 
adults around construction sites and dewatered stream reaches. Occurrence 
of adult chinook salmon may be based on results of upstream migrant 
trapping conducted by the District as part of Guadalupe River watershed 
anadromous fish studies. 
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Monitoring and Reporting 


The District shall supervise the installation of cofferdams and fish passage 
facilities during construction to ensure that the facilities meet the specified fish 
passage criteria. The District shall submit a report to NMFS and DFG, by 
November 15 of each constmction year, identifying when and were cofterdams 
and fish passage facilities were installed, when these facilities were removed and 
the channel rehabilitated, and number and species of any aquatic animals moved. 
Construction-area fish management measures would be required in reach A at up 
to 6 grade control weirs in reach A, at invert stabilization locations under LGRP 
bridges, and potentially at the SR 237 bridge replacement site. 


Construction Period Limits 


In-channel construction, including riverbank and channel-bed construction, will 
be limited to the summer low-precipitation period (May 1-October 15) to reduce 
the likelihood of adverse effects on rearing juvenile steelhead and chinook 
salmon and on adult fish migrating to upstream spawning areas. Project 
construction will also be subject to the following constraints: 


H Construction requiring stream dewatering, stream crossings, or work in the 
channel bed cannot comunence beforeMay J. 


s 


Work can commence on May 1 only if the stream-monitoring criteria are 
satisfied by that date. Stream monitoring criteria include monitoring to 
determine w’hether average daily wateraemperatures have exceeded 68°F for 
at least 5 consecutive days. Generally, conditions for steelhead and chinook 
salmon decline when water temperatures exceed 68°F in spring. Specific 
details pertaining to stream monitoring methodologies, such as monitoring 
equipment and the frequency and location where monitoring is conducted, 
and specific reporting requirements, will be coordinated with NMFS and 


DFG. 


Should stream-m.onitoring criteria not be met, channel work and stream 
dewatering will not be allowed to commence until June 1. In the event that 

uwwuis iiuili ocpiCiJllUCi i \_/L.luUCl iJ, iliC 

District will ensure that coffer dams are constructed to allow for 
uninterrupted passage of migrating adults around construction sites and 
dewatered stream reaches.' 


B The need to provide passage for adult chinook salmon from June 15 through 
September Iwill be based on the presence of adult chinook salmon, flow 
conditions, and a cooperative assessment of passage needs by the District, 
NMFS, and DFG. Construction outside the summer low-precipitation period 

Will rpniiirp nrpvinn«: f^n-nrnvpl -frATri Q-nH "MMFQ 

m Bypass channels, culverts, and siphons employing gravity flow will be the 
primary-’ methods used to divert streamflow. However, if site conditions 
make it impractical to employ one of these methods, the District may use 
appropriately screened pumps to divert stream flow. The use of pumps will 
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be limited to the June 15 to September 1 period to avoid effects on migrating 
adult and juvenile chinook salmon and steelhead. 


Monitoring and Reporting 

TTie District shall monitor construction activities on a monthly basis to ensure 
that in channel work is conducted in compliance with this commitment. The 
District shall notify NMFS and DFG three (3) working days in advance of in 
stream work commencing and provide data documenting that the stream 
monitoring criteria has been met. 

Measures to Comply with the Migratory Bird Treaty Act 

The LGRP w'ill be constructed inside habitat used by migratory birds. The 
project will be subject to the following constraints: 

■ During project construction, the District will not pursue, hunt, attempt to 
take, kill, capture, collect, possess, or offer for sale any migratory bird, 
including feathers, parts, nests, or eggs. 

■ Migratory birds, eggs, and active nests will be avoided by remo\nng potential 
nesting vegetation inside the construction area boundaries before or after the 
February 16-July31 migratory-bird nesting season. 

■ Barricade fencing erected as part of the Vegetation Protection Plan will 
protect nesting areas located outside of the construction area boundaries. 

■ If construction is initiated during the February 16-July 31 migratory-bird 
nesting season, a qualified biologist will survey the construction area for 
eggs or young migratory birds just before construction. 

■ If eggs or migratory birds are found inside the construction area boundaries, 
the District will develop protective measures and inform DFG of its actions. 

Monitoring and Reporting 

Prior to construction, each season, the District will send a letter to DFG, at least 
three (3) working days in advance, documenting that pre-construction surv'eys for 
eggs and young birds have been completed and protective measures, if needed, 
have been implemented to ensure breeding success. 


Measures to Implement BAAQMD’s Feasible Control 
Measures for PM10 Emissions from Soil Removal 
Activities 

The following list of measures for controlling emissions of PM 10 will be 
implemented during the construction phase of the project. These measures are 
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contained in the BA^.QMD’s Feasible Control Measures for PM 10 Emissions 


1996a). 


VliiW’b 


Oirnlifij Manasement District 


■ Water all active construction sites at least twice daily. 

s Cover all trucks hauling soil, sand, and other loose materials, or require all 
trucks to maintain at least 2 ft of freeboard. 

H Pave, apply water 3 times daily, or apply (nontoxic) soil stabilizers on all 
unpaved access roads, parking areas, and staging areas at construction sites. 

B Sweep daily (with water sweepers) all paved access roads, parking areas, and 
staging areas at construction sites. 

B Sweep streets daily (with water sweepers) if visible soil material is carried 
onto adjacent public streets. 


Monitoring and Reporting 

. The District will include the BAAQMD’s PM 10 control measures in the bid 
specification package to ensure that contractors are aware of the requiremicnts. 
The District shall routinely monitor the construction site to ensure that the 
measures are being implemented. The District shall immediately notify the 
construction contractor if there is a non-compliance issue. 


Measures to Address Traffic-Related Effects 

The contractor(s) will submit a traffic control plan and will be subject to the 
following constraints: 




Monitoring and Reporting 

The District will prepare a traffic control plan and submit it to the Cities of Santa 
Clara and San Jose as well as Caltrans at least 60 days before the start of 
construction. The District will post the required warning signs at least 30 days 
prior to construction and will routinelv check to make sure that the si ms are in 
place and visable. The District -will replace signs that are stolen, damaged, or 
vandalized as needed. 


Before the onset of construction, signs w'ith the construction periods clearly 
displayed will be posted to warn commuters of potential construction delays. 

During construction, signs will be posted at access points to major roadways 
to notify drivers of alternative routes. This measure will help to divert traffic 
around potentially congested areas. 
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Measures to Address Cultural Resources Effects 

Because of the documented presence of Native American burial grounds within 
close proximity of project excavation and construction activities, a monitor 
representing the Native American community and an archaeologist meeting the 
Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for Professional Archeologists will monitor 
the project during ground-disturbing activities in areas level with or below the 
foot of the levees. The project will be subject to the following constraints: 

■ If a prehistoric archaeological site should be discovered, work will stop at the 
site and the site will be evaluated for significance under National Register of 
Historic Places (NRHP) criteria. 

■ If human remains of Native American origin are discovered during project 
construction, procedures identified in the California public health and safety 
codes will be followed. These procedures include notifying the county 
coroner and the Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC). The 
NAHC will appoint a “most likely descendant” to make recommendations 
for treatment of the remains. Work in the area will be stopped until the site is 
treated. 

■ If prehistoric or historic archaeological sites that appear eligible for the 
NRHP are discovered, procedures stipulated under implementing regulations 
for the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) (36 CFR 800) will be 
followed. These procedures will include consulting with the State Historic 
Preservation Officer (SHPO) to confirm eligibility of the site(s) for the 
NRHP and development of a memorandum of agreement that specifies 
treatment for the site(s). Treatment could comprise data recovery, site 
avoidance, or possibly capping the site to avoid further impacts. 


Monitoring and Reporting 

The District will monitor construction activities in potentially sensitive areas. 
The District will notify the appropriate Native American community at least 60 
days in advance of construction activities so that a Native American monitor can 
be arranged. If human remains or artifacts are found work shall stop and the 
appropriate agencies notified by the entity finding the remains or artifacts 
(District monitor. Native American monitor, or Contractor). The other 
responsible entities shall also be notified to ensure that they are all aware of the 
find. 


Contact with Service Providers Before Onset of 
Construction 

The need to reroute or remove any service structures will be accommodated in 
the project design before the onset of construction. Serv-ice providers will be 
contacted in advance of construction activities so that they can reroute ser%'ices or 
notify customers of impending service interruptions. 
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Monitoring and Reporting 

The District shall notify service provides when the 90% percent design drawings 
are complete and it is apparent that the Proposed Project will require interruption 
or realignment of existing infrastructure. The District shall notice, in writing, 
service providers at least 60 days in advance of construction activities for 
activities that may temporarily interrupt service. 


Noise-Reducing Construction Practices 


To avoid significant adverse health effects related to noise, the City has 
established the following objectives as acceptable noise levels: 55 decibels day- 
night level (dB-Ldn) as the long-term exterior noise level, 60 dB-Ldn as the 
short-term exterior noise level, 45 dB-Ldn as the interior noise level, and 76 dB- 
Ldn as the maximum exterior noise level. Noise effects were evaluated based on 


standards specified in the San Jose General Plan and the Santa Clara General 
Plan (City of San Jose 1994, City of Santa Clara 1992). In summary, if 
construction is anticipated to exceed 60 dB-Ldn at noise-sensitive land uses, the 
effect of the project on noise is considered significant. 

The District and its contractors will employ the following noise-reducing 
constructio.n practices: 


s All construction w'ill be done between the hours of 7 a.m. and 5 p.m. 




All equipm^ent will have sound-control devices no less effective than those 
provided on the original equipment, and all equipment wall be operated and 
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® The District w'ill designate a “noise abatement coordinator” who will be 
responsible for responding to any local complaints about construction noise. 
The telephone number of the noise abatement coordinator will be posted at 
the construction site and included in notices sent to residents within 300 m 
(1,000 ft) of the low'er Guadalupe River regarding the construction schedule. 
The noise abatement coordinator will determine the cause of noise 
complaints (e.g., starting too early, bad muffler) and will require that 
reasonable measures to correct the problem be implemented. The District 
W’ill be responsible for posting and providing notices of construction 
schedules to residents, and will give the noise abatement coordinator’s name 
and telephone number to the directors of the City Department of Planning, 
Building and Code Enforcement; the City of Santa Clara Planning and 
Inspection Department; and the Santa Clara County Planning Office. 


Monitoring and Reporting 

The District shall notice, by mail, residents w'ith in 300 m of the project at least 
30 days before the start of construction of the project. The District shall notify 
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residents again by mail 1 week in advance of construction that will dccur in the 
immediate vicinity (100 m) of their residence. 


Mitigation Measures 

Additional mitigation measures, as needed, to reduce Proposed Project impacts to 
less-than-significant levels are described in the following sections. These 
additional measures include structural features to reduce flooding impacts in 
Alviso, minimize hydraulic effects on Alviso Slough, and minimize effects on 
Cargill Salt Ponds. They include compensatory measures to replace wetland and 
riparian habitats that would be disturbed by LGRP construction and maintenance 
operations. They also include measures to ensure that fish migration corridors 
are not blocked and fish are not stranded in sediment management areas. 
Monitoring and reporting requirements are addressed for each mitigation 
measure. 


Mitigation Measure HH-1: Construct West-Perimeter 
Levee Around Alviso 

To prevent Guadalupe River floodwaters from flowing around the levee system 
to Alviso, the District will improve the existing levee on the east bank of Alviso 
Slough from approximately the UPRR trestle downstream to the northeast comer 
of the County marina. This will prevent overtopping of the marina’s parking area 
and adjacent levees. 


Monitoring and Reporting 

The District will construct the Alviso levee improvements during construction of 
the Proposed Project. The District will notify the Corps when the LGRP is 
complete and certify that the terms of the LCA agreement have been met. 


Mitigation Measure HH-2: Construct Alviso Slough 
Overflow Weir and Harden Pond A6 Levee 

The District will construct an overflow weir along Alviso Slough. This weir will 
be approximately 300 m (1,000 ft) long and will be located immediately across 
from Alviso in the same location as the existing natural low spot in the Cargill 
levee. The levee will be designed to limit peak discharges to Alviso Slough at 
the existing levels. Under existing conditions, flow's of 193 cms (6,800 cfs) or 
greater result in spillage over this low' spot along the levee; this will not change 
under the Proposed Project. Construction of the overflow weir will provide a 
benefit because it w'ill prevent downcutting and potential failure of the levee at 
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this low point. The construction footprint of this structure, including entrance 
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To prevent downcutting of the levee separating Ponds A5/A7 and A6 by 
cumulative floodflows, concrete cellular mattresses will be used to protect 
overflow areas along this levee. 


lonitoring and Reporting 
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Project. The District will notify the Corps that LG^ project when complete and 
certify that the terms of the LCA agreement have been met. 


Mitigation Measure Hfi-3: Pump Cargill Salt Ponds 


The District will pump floodwaters from the Cargill Salt Ponds to reduce the 
depth and duration of flood flows in Ponds A5, A7, A8D, and A8W to a lower 
level than will be expected in these ponds under existing conditions (figure 3-1). 
Temporary 1.42-cms (50-cfs) pumps will be operated on each pond for up to 12 
days once pumps are operational at pump sites following a flood event (estimated 
to be approximately 2 w'eeks for mobilization). Approximately 2 feet of 
floodwater will be pumped from pond A6 in a similar manner following a design 
flood event. 

Tnis measure will also require that Pond A8D be pumped to eliminate 
floodwaters from the pond before the western snowy plover breeding season. 

The temporary pump in this pond will be run continuously until floodwaters are 
evacuated completely. 


Monitoring and Reporting 


The District will pump floodwaters as needed during the life of the Proposed 
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flood event and prior to the western snowy plover nesting season. The District 
will notify the salt pond ow-ner when pumping has been completed and v/ill 
submit a report to the USFWS and NMFS documenting the result of floodw’ater 
pumping and the post-flooding pond condition. 


Mitigation Measure HH-4: Manage Vegetation in Alviso 
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The District wall aggressively manage vegetation on the east bank of Alviso 
Slough extending approximately 225 m (738 ft) from the UPRR bridge opposite 
the location of the overflow weir. From an access road constructed along the toe 
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of the levee, vegetation will be removed using a shallow dredging technique that 
removes approximately 1 m (3.3 ft) of sediments. From the limits of the shallow 
dredging area to 6 m (19.7 ft) from the active channel, vegetation will be 
controlled with the use of herbicides certified for wetland use. 


Monitoring and Reporting 

The District shall manage vegetation for the life of the Project. No special 
reporting is required for this mitigation measure. This and other project 
maintenance activities will be consistent with the District’s SMP requirements 
and reported along with the District’s other maintenance to the appropriate 
agencies in accordance with the SMP. 


Mitigation Measure WQ-1: Develop and Implement a 
Mercury Monitoring Plan 

The District will develop and implement a mercury monitoring plan, in 
consultation with the SFBRWQCB, to monitor floodwaters and suspended 
sediments. The purpose of the plan is to determine the concentration of mercury 
in lower Guadalupe River floodwaters to determine whether they exceed the 
TMDL objective concentration. This information would then be used to 
determine whether corrective actions are needed in Cargill Ponds A8W, A5, A6, 
A7, or A8D to reduce mercury concentrations. The District will initially collect 
water and suspended sediment samples during various flood events to 
characterize and interpret the mercury concentrations in lower Guadalupe River 
floodwaters (i.e., is mercury concentration linearly proportional to suspended 
sediment concentration or proportional to a fraction of the suspended sediment, 
and would concentration limits be exceeded). Once flood flow concentrations 
are known, the District will estimate the potential mercury load discharged to the 
ponds by measuring the volume of floodwater in each pond and multiplying by 
the appropriate concentration, determined by the previous analyses. 

If it is determined, by estimation or actual monitoring, that inundation by 
floodwaters in the Cargill Salt Ponds caused mercury concentrations in pond 
sediments to increase more than 10% over the pond’s baseline conditions, or if 
the increase causes the sediment concentration to exceed the TMDL objective 
concentration of 0.4 mg/kg for bay sediments, whichever is more restrictive, the 
accumulated sediments would be removed and disposed of in accordance with 
the soil management plan described in chapter 2, “Proposed Project and 
Alternatives.’’ 
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Monitoring and Reporting 

Short-Term Monitoring Period 

Short-term monitoring will include annual site inspections during years 1-5 
following project construction. The monitoring of accumulation of mercury laden 
sediments in the Cargill Salt Ponds during the short-term monitoring period will 
include; 

■ collection of background mercury concentration data in the salt pond 
sediments; 

■ collecting background mercury concentrations in large flows in the 
Guadalupe River (It is likely that during the short-term monitoring period 
that a substantial flood that overflows in to the salt pond will not occur); and 

■ collecting water and sediment concentration data and depth of accumulation 
data if a flood occurs that is large enough to flow into the Cargill ponds. 

Performance Standards. No specific performance standards have been 
identified for the measurement of suspended solids in flood flows. The purpose 
of the proposed monitoring program is to assist in determining if a performance 
standard is needed on the lower Guadalupe River and if so, develop an adequate 
approach to addressing mercury accumulation effects downstream of the lower 
Guadalupe River. 

Monitoring Schedule. Monitoring flood flow mercury concentration will occur 
during a representative sample of flooding conditions on the lower Guadalupe 
River as hydrologic conditions dictate. 

Monitoring Methods. The District will continuously monitor flow. In addition, 
the District will monitor flood flow mercury concentrations. Monitoring will 
occur at lower Guadalupe River locations and with methods that are approved by 
RWQCB staff.. 

Reporting Schedule. Reporting of mercuiy concentration data in lower 
Guadalupe River flows to the RWQCB staff will occur within 6 months of 
collection of the data. Decisions about further mitigation and monitoring steps 
will be based on data conclusions following the monitoring period. In general, at 
least 3 separate sets of monitoring data collected during 3 separate flood events 
will-be needed to make decisions about the need for further mitigation and 
monitoring steps. 

Long-Term Monitoring Program 

The need for long-term monitoring (i.e., years 6 through 100, or until mitigation 
goals are achieved) will be determined during the short-term monitoring period. 
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Mitigation Measure V-1: Replace or Compensate for 
Loss of Kiparian and Wetland Habitat 


The District will replace or compensate for the loss of 0.87 hectare (2.16 acres) 
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other waters of the United States from levee construction and vegetation and 
sediment management required under the LGRP. To implement this mitigation, 
the District will develop and carry out a planting plan. The planting plan will 
take into consideration the quality and type of riparian and wetland habitat losses, 
and the mitigation that will be provided for the lower Guadalupe River imder the 
District’s SMP. Mitigation of impacts related to construction of flood-control 
struchares will not be covered under the SMP. 


The implementation plan will be developed by the District to ensure that required 
mitigation plantings are successful. The implementation plan will identify the 
exact location and quantity of mitigation planting areas; the quantity, size, and 
type of mitigation plantings; installation and maintenance techniques; and 
monitoring and reporting requirements. For construction-related impacts on 
riparian and wetland habitat, the District will replant riparian vegetation in 
reaches A, B, and C and wetland vegetation in District Pond A4. For initial and 
routine vegetation and sediment management-related impacts, the District will 
mitigate impacts on riparian and wetland habitat with mitigation included in the 

SMP mitigation package and wntfradditional mitigation proposed under the^, . 

LGRP. 

Mitigation of Riparian and Shaded Riverine Aquatic 
Overhead Cover. 

Levee construction impacts on riparian vegetation under the Proposed Project 
would be approximately 0.87 hectare (2.16 acres) (0.75 hectare [1.86 acre] of 
riparian forest and 0.12 hectare [0.30 acre] of riparian scrub). Loss of this 
amount of riparian vegetation would be replaced at on-site locations within the 
LGRP area. 

On-site mitigation areas will include areas within the project levees in reaches A, 
B,and C. 


Uverall, the streamside mitigation areas in reaches A and B would increase the 
functions and %'alues for terrestrial species by providing a more diverse canopy 
structure and by providing a near-continuous comdor of riparian vegetation 
adjacent to the low-flow channel. These mitigation areas would also increase the 
functions and values of the existing habitat for aquatic species by providing 
overhead ano instream SKA cover for aquatic species. The streamside mitigation 
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River (i.e., reaches C-G) and the proposed mitigation areas associated with the 
other flood protection projects along the Guadalupe River and Guadalupe Creek. 
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On-Site Riparian Mitigation Areas 

The District will provide 3:1 mitigation for impacts to riparian habitat associated 
with the LGRP. This mitigation ratio was agreed upon in consultation with DFG. 
Based on this mitigation ratio, the District proposes to mitigate the 0.87 hectare 
(2.16 acres) of construction-related impacts by providing at least 2.62 hectares 
(6.48 acres) of riparian mitigation at on-site mitigation areas. 

Prior to agreeing to provide 3:1 mitigation, the District developed an assessment 
method to determine riparian impacts and mitigation requirements for the LGRP. 
This methodology was developed as a means of determining a reasonable 
approach to mitigating construction-related impacts on riparian habitat in the 
LGRP and determining a mitigation ratio for impacts on riparian habitat by 
comparing construction-related impacts w'ith the quality of those affected 
habitats. Under this previous approach, all polygons of high-quality habitat 
would have been mitigated at a 3:1 ratio because these areas provide the most 
value to wildlife and fisheries resources. Areas of moderate-quality habitat 
would be mitigated at 2:1 because these areas have slightly less value to wildlife 
and fisheries resources. The 3:1 and 2:1 ratios would have mitigated not only for 
the overall loss of habitat quality and quantity, but also the temporal loss of 
habitat. Areas of low-quality habitat would have been mitigated at 1:1 because 
these areas have less value to wildlife and fisheries resources. 

The on-site mitigation areas in reaches A, B, and C would pro\'ide approximately 
2.80 hectares (6.90 acres) of riparian mitigation for levee construction activities. 
This mitigation represents a ratio of approximately 3.20:1. Overall, the on-site 
mitigation areas in reaches A, B, and C will increase the functions and values for 
terrestrial species by providing a more diverse canopy structure and by providing 
a near-continuous corridor of riparian vegetation adjacent to the low-flow 
channel. The reach A mitigation area and portions of the reach C mitigation area 
will also increase the functions and values of the existing habitat for aquatic 
species by providing overhead and instream SRA cover for aquatic species. The 
mitigation areas in reaches A and B would connect the lower reaches of the 
Guadalupe River (i.e., reaches C-G) and the proposed mitigation areas associated 
with the other flood protection projects along the Guadalupe River and 
Guadalupe Creek. 

The on-site mitigation areas are discussed in the following sections. 

Reach A Mitigation Area. The Reach A mitigation area is located bebx'een U.S. 
101 and Airport Parkway. In Reach A, approximately 0.76 hectare (1.88 acre) of 
riparian mitigation will be implemented. Mitigation w'ill include planting 
riparian vegetation on the east and west banks of the river within 4.6 meters (15 
feet) of the low-flow channel and planting the bank and lower floodplain 
associated with the levee setback area on the east bank, between U.S. 101 and 
Airport Island Bridge. 

The District prepared a conceptual mitigation design plan for the streamside 
planting portion of this mitigation project site as part of the Draft EIR. This plan . 
was review'ed by representatives of various resource agencies and the mitigation 
plan w'as revised based on agency comments. The levee setback was not initially 
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included as part of the conceptual design plan. Construction plans and 




ons are being prepared for the streamside planting and setback levee 
portions of this mitigation area and will be ilnalized in conjuiiction with the final 
construction plans and specifications for the LGRP. 

The primary goal of the Reach A mitigation project design is to create persistent 
riparian forest habitat and overhead SRA cover habitat. This mitigation site was 
designed to maximize the amount of riparian habitat that can be established based 
on the hydraulic limitations of this project reach. 

The streamside planting design will provide approximately 0.67 hectare (1.66 
acres) of riparian habitat mitigation and approximately 1,433 meters (4,700 linear 
feet) of overhead SRA cover. Plants will be installed on both the east and west 
banks at approximately 3.7 m.eters (12 feet) on center. All plants will be installed 
within 4.6 meters (15 feet) of the wetted channel perimeter. The plant palette 
will consist of native tree, shrub, and vine species. Plant propagation materials 
will be collected in the vicinity of the project or within the Guadalupe River 
watershed. A temporary irrigation system is proposed to provide deep watering 
to the plants immediately after installation and during the short-term 
establishment period. 


The setback levee portion of the Reach A mitigation project will provide an. 
additional 0.09 hectare (0.22 acre) of riparian mitigation on the east bank 
betw'een U.S. 101 and the Airport Island Bridge. The existing bank will be set 
back and the bank and the lower floodplain adjacent to the future depressed 
maintenance road planted and seeded with an erosion control seed mix. 

Although these planting areas will not be located adjacent to the low-flow 
channel, they will increase the overall riparian habitat area in the reach, as well as 
in the LGRP as a whole. 


Reach E iVlitigation Area. The Reach B mitigation area is located between 
Trimble Road and U.S. 101. The District is currently preparing a conceptual 
mitigation design plan for this mitigation project site. Construction plans and 
specifications are being prepared for this mitigation project site and will be 
finalized in conjunction with the final construction plans and specifications for 
the LGPJ’, 


Mitigation in Reach B is made possible by constructing a levee setback on the 
west bank approximately between station 14-f-lOO and station 14-e500. The 
setback le%'ee is considered a project enhancement and is not required for flood 
protection purposes. The levee setback will allow the District to minimize 
sediment management activities in this reach and allow for the planting of 
riparian vegetation. 


In Reach B, approximately 0.90 hectare (2.23 acres) of riparian mitigation will be 
impiemenled in the setback levee area. Mitigation plantings will be installed on 
the created floodplain and the lower one-third of the setback levee. Only shrub 
and vine species will be planted on the setback levee. The setback levee will be 
seeded with an erosion control seed mix. Unlike Reach A, some sediment 
removal may be required in Reach B on an as-needed basis. A maintenance road 
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will be located between the sediment removal area and the planting area to 
facilitate sediment removal activities. 

The existing levee will be set back approximately 30 meters (98 feet) at the 
upstream end of the reach and the setback will average approximately 20 meters 
(66 feet) in other locations. The plant palette will consist of native tree, shrub, 
and vine species. Plant propagation materials will be collected in the vicinity of 
the project or within the Guadalupe River watershed. A temporary irrigation 
system is proposed to provide deep watering to the plants immediately after 
installation and during the short-term establishment period. 

Reach C Mitigation Area. The reach C mitigation area is located between 
Montague Expressway and Trimble Road. This mitigation area will provide 
approximately 0.96 hectare (2.36 acres) of riparian mitigation. Construction 
plans and specifications are being prepared for this mitigation project site and 
will be finalized in conjunction with the final construction plans and 
specifications for the LGRP. 

Mitigation activities in Reach C will consist of planting native riparian vegetation 
in several areas within the existing riparian corridor that are currently dominated 
by normative herbaceous vegetation (e.g., sweet fennel, poison hemlock, giant 
reed) and normative woody vegetation, (e.g., Himalayan blackberry', black 
walnut, weeping willow). A total of 18 planting areas totaling 0.96 hectare (2.36 
acres) have been identified in Reach C. These planting areas vary in proximity to 
and elevation above the river. 

The plant palette will consist of native tree, shrub, and vine species. Plant 
propagation materials will be collected in the vicinity of the project or within the 
Guadalupe River watershed. A temporary irrigation system is proposed to 
provide deep watering to the plants immediately after installation and during the 
short-term establishment period. 

Sediment and Vegetation Management Mitigation 

The remaining 0.79 hectare (1.97 acres) of riparian vegetation impact associated 
with sediment and vegetation management in the channel on 0.29 hectare (0.73 
acre) of riparian forest and 0.50 hectare (1.24 acre) of riparian scrub were 
identified in the District’s SMP and will be mitigated as part of the SMP 
mitigation package by removing giant reed from the lower Guadalupe River and 
in other watersheds in the District’s jurisdiction and restoring riparian vegetation 
in these areas. 


Monitoring and Reporting 

Short-Term Monitoring Period. 

Short-term monitoring will include periodic site inspections and annual 
monitoring surveys of terrestrial habitats during years 1-5 following mitigation 
installation. Periodic site inspections will be performed throughout the 
monitoring period and will include visual inspections of general plant health and 
vigor, irrigation system operation, and general site conditions. Annual 
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Terrestrial vegetation surv'eys during the short-term monitoring period will 
include the following; 


® individual plant counts of mitigation plantings in all of the terrestrial habitats; 

® assessments of plant health and vigor (i.e., foliage, root crown, insect 

infestation) in the riparian forest, SRA overhead cover vegetation, and urban 
forest mitigation sites; 


B 
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cover vegetation; and 
annual photo documentation. 
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Performance Standards. Short-term (i.e., years 1-5) performance standards 
have been developed for riparian forest and SRA habitat types. The performance 
standards serve as a guide to determine whether mitigation habitats are 
successfully establishing and meeting mitigation goals. Performance standards 
will apply to each mitigation site. Each of these mitigation planting sites must 
achieve the short-term performance standards. The short-term performance 
standard for riparian habitat is plant survival. _ For the riparian forest and SRA 
habitat, the year 5 performance standard will be 50% survival of each type of 
original plant material (trees, shrubs, vines etc proportions of which vary for each 
mitigation area). Since trees and shrubs will be planted on 12-foot centers (1 
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there 'wil] be 1 plant per 288 square feet (151 trees./shrubs per acre). In a natural 
system at miaturity, this would still be a relatively dense forest. In addition, vines 
and small woody and herbaceous container plants will be planted bePween the 
trees and shrubs. Volunteer plant grovMh will not be included in the 
determination of plant survival; however, a general observation of volunteer 
establishment will be recorded during annual monitoring. 


Monitoring Schedule. Monitoring surveys in riparian forest and SRA habitat 


will occur ill late SUuiiiiCr (l. 


, August or ScptCiiiucrj to coincide wiili ps 
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vegetative cover. Monitonng surveys wril occur one time annually dunng years 
1-5. 


Photo Documentation. Photo documentation stations will be established during 
the final mitigation planning stages. Photographs will be taken at various 
locations within each mitigation area to document the establishment ofm.itigation 
plantings. The photographs will be taken at the time of the annual vegetation 
monitoring surveys. 
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Monitoring Methods 

Individual Plant Counts 

Individual plant counts will be used to determine plant density and species 
composition in the riparian forest and SRA overhead cover mitigation sites. All 
mitigation sites will be monitored to determine survivorship. Plant counts will 
include only those individuals planted as part of mitigation efforts. General 
observations of volunteer seedling establishment will also be recorded. 

Individual survival rates and densities will be determined for each species and 
within each plant community. 

Health and vigor measurements will also be recorded for tree, shrub, and vining 
species; foliage, root crown, and insect infestation will be noted. The reasons 
why individual plants die or exhibit poor vigor will also be determined. 

Aerial Photograph Interpretation 

Aerial photographs will be used to determine the linear extent of SRA cover 
along the riverbanks. Aerial photographs will be taken in late summer of years 
1-5 to coincide with peak vegetative cover. Photographs will be taken at periods 
of low flow to allow for an accurate determination of habitat area. The 
photographs shall be printed at a scale that will offer the most accurate 
determination of vegetative cover (e.g., 1:50 scale). The mapping of SRA cover 
will be field verified to ensure accuracy of the aerial photograph interpretation. 

SRA cover vegetation monitoring will be required in year 5; however, this 
habitat type ma>’ be monitored in years 1 through 4, at the District’s discretion, to 
confirm that the mitigation is progressing toward the fifth year performance 
standard. 

Reporting Schedule 

Riparian forest and SRA habitat and aquatic habitat monitoring results will be 
incorporated into one annual report. Monitoring reports will be prepared and 
submitted to the Corps, USFWS, DFG, NMFS, RWQCB, and other designated 
resource agencies by December 31 of each monitoring year. 

Long-Term Monitoring Program 

Long-term monitoring (i.e., years 6 through 100, or until mitigation goals are 
achieved) will include periodic site inspections and monitoring surveys of the 
specific terrestrial habitats identified below. Periodic site inspections will be 
performed throughout the long-term monitoring period and will include visual 
inspections of general site conditions. Monitoring of terrestrial habitats will 
occur at varying intervals throughout the long-term, m.onitoring period. If the 
individual mitigation sites or habitat types do not achieve the performance 
standard by year 100, the District will continue to monitor these sites to 
determine appropriate remedial action to ensure that they do achieve the 
performance standards. 

Performance Standards 

Long-term perfonnance standards have been developed for terrestrial habitat 
types. The performance standards serve as a guide to determine whether 
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mitigation habitats are successfully establishing and meeting mitigation goals. 
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measureo in terms of percent cover by native npanan tree and shrub species. 

The performance standard for riparian forest and SRA habitat will be 30% 
canopy cover by the end of year 10 and at least 80% canopy cover by the end of 
year 40. Riparian forest mitigation sites will also be surveyed in years 8,10, 15, 
20, 25, 30, and 35 to ensure that the cover type is progressing toward meeting the 
long-term performance standard. The species composition of the nparian forest 
will consist of tree and shrub species but no long-term performance standard for 
percent tree or shrub composition has been established. Native volunteer plant 
growth will be included in the determination of percent canopy cover. 


Monitoring Schedule 

Terrestrial vegetation monitoring surveys in riparian forest and SRA overhead 
cover vegetation, mitigation sites will occur in late summer (i.e., August or 
September) to coincide with peak vegetative cover. Monitoring surveys will 
occur during years 8, 10, 15, 20, 25, 30, 35, and 40, If the indi%idual mitigation 
sites or overall habitat types do not achieve the performance standard by year 40, 
the District will continue to monitor these sites to determine appropriate remedial 
action to ensure that they achieve the appropriate performance standard. 

Photo Documentation 

Photo documentation stations will be established during the final mitigation 
planning stages. Photographs will be taken a various locationsrr risE; - - '.— 

B within each mitigation area to document the establishment of mitigation 
plantings; and 

« in each reach of the project to document reestablishment of riparian 
vegetation in disturbed areas. 

The photographs will be taken at the time of the armual vegetation monitoring 
surveys. 


Monitoring Methods 


indivlduai Plant Counts 

Individual plant counts will be used to determine plant density and species 
composition in the riparian forest and SRA overhead cover veg 
sites. All mitigation sites will be monitored to determine survivorship. Plant 
counts will include only those individuals planted as part of mitigation efforts. 
General observ'ations of volunteer seedling establishment will also be recorded. 
Individual survival rates and densities will be determined for each species and 
within each plant community. 

Health and vigor measurem.ents will also be recorded for tree, shjiib, and vining 
species; foliage, root crown, and insect infestation will be noted. The reasons 
why individual plants die or exhibit poor vigor will also be determined. 


Lov;er Guadalupe River hlood Protection Project 
Mitigation and Monitoring Plan 


3-24 


August 7, 2002 


J4S 99-230 


Santa Clara Valley Water District 


Miugstion rvioniioniiy emu /-iua^;uvc iviouoyciiiciu 


Aeriai Photograph interpretation 

Aerial photographs will be used to determine the linear extent of SRA cover 
along the riverbanks. Aerial photographs will be taken in late summer of long¬ 
term monitoring years to coincide with peak vegetative cover. Photographs will 
be taken at periods of low flow to allow for an accurate determination of habitat 
area. The photographs shall be printed at a scale that will offer the most accurate 
determination of vegetative cover (e.g., 1:50 scale). The mapping of SRA cover 
will be field verified to ensure accuracy of the aerial photograph interpretation. 

SRA cover vegetation monitoring will be required in year 5; however, this 
habitat type may be monitored in years 1 through 4, at the District’s discretion, to 
confirm that the mitigation is progressing toward the fifth year performance 
standard. 

Reporting Schedule 

Riparian forest and SRA habitat and aquatic habitat monitoring results will be 
incorporated into one annual report. Monitoring reports will be prepared and 
submitted to the Corps, USFWS, DFG, NMFS, RWQCB, and other designated 
resource agencies by December 31 of each monitoring year. 


Mitigation of Wetlands and Other Waters of the United 
States 

Vegetation management and levee construction impacts on wetlands and other 
waters of the United States under the Proposed Project would be approximately 
10.94 hectares (27.03 acres). 

Impacts related to construction of flood-control features would result in the 
permanent loss of 1.23 hectares (3.04 acres) of tidal and nontidal.wetlands and 
other waters of the United States,'andTKe temporary loss of 0.84 hectare (2.09 
acres) of nontidal and tidal wetlands and other waters of the United States? 

Of the 16.53 hectares (40.85 acres) of wetland vegetation impacts resulting from 
sediment and vegetation management activities in the LGRP, a total of 7.93 
hectares (19.60 acres) w'ere identified in the SMP and will be mitigated as part of 
the SMP package. The impacts identified in the SMP include 2.55 hectares (6.30 
acres) of nontidal wetland and 5.38 hectares (13.30 acres) of tidal wetland 
impacts. The SMP wetland mitigation package is described in the following 
section. The LGRP will affect 8.60 hectares (21.^jcres) of additional nontidal 
and tidal wetlands not previously identified in the SMP and w-ill also affect 0.26 
hectares (0.65jcres) of other waters of the United States. Mitigation for the 
additional nontidal and nontidal wetland impacts will occur in Pond A4. 

The District’s Pond A4 will serve as the mitigation site for all impacts to 
wetlands and other waters of the United States associated with project 
construction as well as for impacts associated with routine sediment and 
vegetation management. The District is currently planning for and designing 
wetland restoration for Pond A4, which is 121.4 hectares (300 acres); restoration 
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IS expected to begin in 2007. The District is proposing to use a ratio ot 2:1 to 
comperisate for permanent impacts and a ratio of 1; 1 to compensate for 
temporary impacts on wetland resources, as well as, other water ot the United 
States. Based on a 2:1 compensation ratio for permanent impacts, the District 
will compensate for the permanent loss of 1.04 hectares (2.56 acres) of tidal 
wetlands and other 'waters of the United States due to construction and sediment 
and 'vegetation management activities by providing 2.08 hectares (5.12 acres) of 
wetland mitigation in Pond A4. Based on a 1:1 compensation ratio for temporary' 
impacts, the District will compensate for the tem.porary loss of 9.19 hectares 
(22.71 acres) of tidal wetlands and other 'waters of the United States resulting 
from construction and sediment and vegetation management activities by 
providing 9.19 hectares (22.72 acres) of wetland mitigation in Pond A4. Becau.se 
Pond A4 w'iil not be restored prior to LGRP construction, the District will, in 
addition, remove 3 acres of exotic vegetation in the project area to compensate 
for the lag time between the impact and the habitat restoration. 


Mitigation of Nontidal Freshwater Marsh and Seasonal Wetland 
A total of 0.71 hectare (1.75 acres) of nontidal wetland impacts will occur under 
the LGRP, including 0.42 hectare (1.04 acre) related to vegetation and sediment 
management activities and 0.29 hectare (0.71 acre) because of construction- 
related impacts. Mitigation of the impact on 0.71 hectare (1.75 acres) of nontidal 
wetlands will be provided out-of-kind at a 2:1 mitigation ratio (3.5 acres) in Pond 
A4. 


Mitigation of Tidal Freshwater Marsh 

Approximately 10.23 hectares (25.28 acres) of tidal freshwater marsh habitat and 
other waters of the United States will be disturbed during implementation of the 
LGRP as a result of construction and management activities. 

Mitigation of the impacts on 9.17 hectares (22.65 acres) of tidal wetlands and 
1.06 hectares (2.63 acres) of other waters will be provided in Pond A4. Based on 
a 2:1 compensation ratio for permanent impacts, the District will compensate for 
the permanent loss of 1.04 hectares (2.56 acres) of tidal wetlands and other 
waters of the United States due to construction and management acti'vities by- 
providing 2.07 hectares (5.12 acres) of w'etland mitigation in Pond A4. Based on 
a 1:1 compensation ratio for temporary impacts, the District will compensate for 
the temporary loss of 9.17 hectares (22.72 acres) of tidal wetlands and other 
waters of the United States resulting from construction and management 
activities by providing 8.97 hectares (22.72 acres) of wetland mitigation in Pond 
A4. This compensation is reasonable because of the variable quality of tidal 
freshwater marsh in reaches D - G (marsh habitat in reaches F and G is rated as 
high-quality while marsh habitat in reaches D and E are of variable quality). 
Please refer to the evaluation of habitat quality in the Final EIR. 

Former Cargill Salt Pond A4 is bordered on the west by the Sunnyvale West 
Channel, on the northeast by Guadalupe Slough, and to the southeast by the 
Sunnyv'ale East Channel. This mitigation site, which was historically a tidal 
marsh, is expected to support tidal freshw'ater marsh similar to or of higher 
quality than the existing tidal freshwater marshes that w'ili be affected by periodic 
maintenance activities in the LGRP. The District anticipates that a mosaic of 
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mudflat, tidal wetland, and upland habitats will be created. The restoration 
concept for this site includes: 

■ lowering the outboard levees or breaching them in strategic locations to 
provide full tidal action to the site; and 

■ placing of dredge fill and grading, in combination with natural 
sedimentation, to create surfaces at an elevation at which tidal wetland and 
upland vegetation can become established. 

Monitoring and Reporting 
Short-Term Monitoring Period 

Wetland monitoring will be developed with the Pond A4 restoration program. 


Mitigation of Ruderal Vegetation 

Although the loss of ruderal vegetation is not considered a significant impact, the 
routine construction specifications and BMPs used by the District will restore 
any such vegetation. As identified in the SMP’s Resource Protection Policies, 
Policy 8, the District will take measures to minimize erosion by minimizing 
vegetation removal and restoring vegetation on disturbed soils. Because of 
hydraulic constraints, disturbed soil surface in the LGRP project area will be 
revegetated by seeding grasses and forbs on the inboard side of the levee. 

Monitoring and Reporting 

There are no specific monitoring requirements for this mitigation measure. This 
and other project maintenance activities will be included in the District’s SMP 
and reported along with the District’s other maintenance to the appropriate 
agencies in accordance with the SMP. 

Mitigation Measure V-2: Additional Replacement or 
Compensation for Loss of Riparian and Wetland 
Habitat 


Construction of the Baylands Mitigation Measure will result in the loss and 
temporary disturbance of aquatic habitats, including wetland vegetation. 
Construction of the Alviso Slough overflow weir and the maintenance road will 
permanently affect approximately 0.17 hectares (0.43 acres) of wetlands. 
Temporary impacts will result from armoring of the levees and construction 
activity and will affect 1.35 hectares (3.34 acres) of wetlands and 2.38 hectares 
(5.88 acres) of other waters (salt ponds)TTHe District proposed 2:1 mitigation for 
permanent impacts and 1:1 for temporary impacts to wetlands. No mitigation is 
proposed for the temporary disturbance to the other waters because of the lack of 
habitat value associated with the salt ponds. Mitigation Measure V-2 provides 
replacement of wetland habitat in the District’s Pond A4 mitigation site for 
impacts associated with the Baylands mitigation measures. 
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Monitoring and Reporting 

Wetland monitoring will be developed with the Pond A4 restoration program. 


Mitigation Measure W-1: Avoid Nesting Raptors and 
Birds During Construction and Maintenance 

Mitigation Measure W-1 applies to impacts expected to occur during the 
construction phase of the project. Ail flood protection maintenance activities will 
be mitigated under the SMP. 

Before construction, the District will fence, or otherwise identify in the field, the 
boundary of all construction areas to avoid accidental entry into these areas by 
construction equipment. 


The District will perform preconstruction surv'eys to determine whether nesting 
birds, including raptors, special-status bird species, or migratory birds, are 
present within or immediately adjacent to the project area. If an inactive nest is 
located in these areas, it will be removed before the start of the breeding season 
(approximately February 1). If an active raptor nest is found, a buffer zone will 
be created around the nest tree. The recommended buffer, as identified by DFG, 
is 76.2 m (250 ft). However, beesuse of the relatively nsrrow width of the 
project area and the location and dimensions of the proposed work areas, a 76.2- 
m (250-ft) buffer may not be feasible in all areas. The District will maximize the 
buffer width around active nest sites on site-by-site basis and will consult with 
DFG on the buffer widths before commencing construction activities. If 
possible, the District ’will oelay construction aro lilid lliGiVlGl aal raptor nests until 
after the young have fledged. The District will immediately cease work and 
contact DFG if a young bird has premiatu 
construction-related activities. 


rely fl 


:dged the nest as a result of 


Burrowing owls are not expected to occur in the LGRP area and therefore w'ill 
not be affected by construction-related actions. However, to avoid potential 
effects on burrowing owls, the District will implement the following measures: 

B The District will perform preconstruction surveys, in accordance with the 
DFG code, to determine whether burrow'ing owls are present within or 
adjacent to construction areas. The surveys will be performed by the on-site 
biologist (see Mitigation Measure W-2) or another qualified biologist. The 
District will provide the results of the surveys to DFG. 


If burrowing owls are observed during the nonbreeding season (September- 
January), the District will avoid construction within 48.8 m (160 ft) of the 
active burrows to avoid disturbing or killing the owls. Other potential 
wintering burrov/s will also be monitored to ensure that no ov/ls are affected 
during construction. The District may elect to exclude ow'ls from the LGRP 
during the nonbreeding season by placing 1-way exit doors on ail potential 
burrow’s for 48 hours, then destroying or collapsing unoccupied burrow's to 
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. prevent their use during the breeding and nonbreeding season. This 
exclusion method will be implemented throughout the construction period. 

■ If owls are observed during the breeding season, the District will fence and 
avoid these areas until after the breeding season. 

The LGRP is located in and adjacent to habitat that may support nesting birds 
protected under the MBTA. Barrier fencing erected as part of the project’s 
vegetation protection measures will also protect nesting vegetation located 
outside the boundaries of the construction areas. The District will remove all 
woody vegetation from the construction zones during the nonbreeding season 
(August 1 -February 15) to minimize effects on nesting birds. If construction 
occurs during the breeding season and all affected vegetation has not been 
removed, a qualified biologist will survey the construction area for active nests 
and young migratory birds immediately before construction. If active nests or 
migratory birds are found within the boundaries of the construction area, the 
District will develop appropriate measures and will inform DFG of its actions. 


Monitoring and Reporting 

The District shall implement pre-construction surveys and flag buffer areas as 
needed. The District will conduct a walk through with the contractor prior to 
construction to be sure that barrier fencing has been installed as required. The 
District will routinely monitor the project area to ensure that construction 
activities are not occurring within the buffer areas. The District will report to 
DFG as necessary. 


Mitigation Measure W-2: Provide an On-Site Biologist 
During Construction Phase 

The District will require an on-site biologist to oversee important biological 
components of the project, including clearing, revegetation, conducting 
preconstruction sur\'eys, placement of exclusion fencing, establishing buffers, 
monitoring water quality, and placing diversion structures. 


Monitoring and Reporting 

The District shall retain a qualified biologist to supervise construction activities. 

Mitigation Measure F-1. Provide Fish-Passage 
Connection 

To reduce the potential for the stranding of fish in sediment excavation areas, the 
District will provide a passive connection betv,'een the excavated channels and 
the low-flow channel in reaches B, C, D, E, and G or in other areas where 
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excavations are proposed in the future, thereby ensuring that ponding in 
excavated areas is avoidedv The low-now channei connections will be loc; 


the downstream end of sediment excavation areas and will be designed to prevent 
ponding in excavated areas by channeling w'ater out of these areas and back to 
the main river. The District will grade these excavation sites so that they will 
drain completely as flows recede and will not result in depressions or areas of 


nnnding. 

r - - O' 


Monitoring and Reporting 


Short-term Monitoring Period 
Short-term monitoring will include periodic 


site inspections and annual 


monitoring surveys. Fish passage and fish stranding surveys during the snort- 
term monitoring period will include the following; 


® monitoring in channel structures to ensure that fish passage is not impeded 
by debris or other blockages; 

B monitoring sediment management areas to ensure that they are self draining 
and do not pond water. 

Performance Standards 

The performance standards-serveras a guide to determine w'hether mitigation 
measures are successfully meeting mitigation goals. Performance standards will 
apply to each mitigation site. There is no quantitative performance standard for 
fish passage, however, the District wdllmonitor. grad.e.cpn.trpLsttp_ctures, as welj 
as general channel conditions to document that fish can access and use the upper 
watershed. 


Sediment management areas w’ill be monitored following storms that cause over 
bank fiow to ensure that they are self draining and do not pond 'water. 


Monitoring Schedule 

Surv'eys to monitor potential obstructions to fish passage at each stabilization 
structure will occur up to 100 years. Suiv'eys will occur after each storm to 
coincide w'ifn expected anadromous fish use of these areas during October 1 
through April 30. 


Surveys of sediment management areas will be monitored up to 100 years 
following storms that cause over bank fiow to ensure that they are self draining 
and do not pond water. Surveys will occur w'ithin 24 hours after the flow has 
receded to the low-flow channel. 


Photo Documentation 

Photo documentation stations will be established during the final 
planning stages. Photographs will be taken a various locations: 


mitigation 


B at each invert stabilization structure to show that it is not a barrier to 
anadromous fish; and 
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■ at the sediment management areas to document that fish passage connections 
. are open and water is not ponded in sediment excavation areas. 

The photographs will be taken at the time of the annual vegetation monitoring 
surveys. 

Monitoring Methods 

Visual surveys to monitor fish passage at, and upstream of invert stabilization 
structures will occur annually up to 100 years. The survey times will coincide 
with expected anadromous fish use of these areas. If obstructions are noted 
during surveys, the District will remove the obstructions in a timely manner. 

This activity will be performed in accordance with the District’s memorandum of 
understanding (MOU) with the California Department of Fish and Game (DFG). 

Sediment management areas will be visually inspected to ensure that they free 
draining and do not pond water. If problems are noted during surveys, the 
District w'ill re-contour the sediment basin or clear outlet obstructions in a timely 
manner. This activity will be performed in accordance with the District’s 
memorandum of understanding (MOU) with the California Department of Fish 
and Game (DFG). 

Reporting Schedule 

A fish passage and fish stranding report will be prepared and submitted to the 
Corps, USFWS, DFG, NMFS, and other designated resource agencies by 
December 31 of each monitoring year. 

Long-Term Monitoring Program 

Long-term monitoring (i.e., years 6 through 100, or until mitigation goals are 
achieved) will include periodic site inspections and monitoring surv'eys to ensure 
adequate fish passage connections are maintained. 

Performance Standards 

Long-term performance standards have been developed for terrestrial and aquatic 
habitat types, with the exception of visual impact mitigation sites. The 
performance standards sen'e as a guide to determine whether mitigation habitats 
are successfully establishing and meeting mitigation goals. There is no 
quantitative performance standard for fish passage, however, the District will 
monitor grade control structures, as well as general channel conditions to 
document that fish can access and use the upper watershed. 

Sediment management areas will be monitored following storms that cause over 
bank flow to ensure that they are self draining and do not pond water. 

Monitoring Schedule 

Surveys to monitor potential obstructions to fish passage within the project will 
occur up to 100 years. Surveys will occur after each storm to coincide with 
expected anadromous fish use of these areas during October 1 through April 30. 

Surveys of sediment management areas will be monitored up to 100 years 
following storms that cause over bank flow to ensure that they are self draining 


August 7, 2002 


Lower Guadalupe River Flood Protection Project 
Mitigation and Monitoring Plan 


3-31 


J&S 99-230 


Santa Ciara Valioy Water District 


1 K.4r»nitr»rinn anri 

5VHt!yciuw*>« 


hosnaQemsnt 


HTid do iiot oond \vy.tcr. Siir^^sv s will witliin 2 h iioiirs sftsi' tlic flow hiis 
receded to tlie 1 qW“11ow' ciisimel. 

Photo Documentation 

Photo documentation stations wii] be established during the final mitigation 
planning stages. Photographs will be taken a various locations: 

a at each invert stabilization structure to show that it is not a barrier to 
■ anadromous fish; and 

^ at the sediment management areas to document that fish passages ways are 
open and water is not ponded. 

The photographs will be taken at the time of the annual vegetation monitoring 
surveys. 

Monitoring Methods 

Visual surveys to monitor fish passage at, and upstream of invert stabilization 
structures will occur annually up to 100 years. The survey times will coincide 
with expected anadromous fish use of these areas. If obstructions are noted 
during surveys, the District will remove the obstructions in a timely manner. 

This activity will be performed in accordance with the District’s memorandum of 
understanding (MOU) with the California Department of Fish and Game (DFG). 

Sediment management areas will be visually inspected to ensure that they free 
draining and do not pond water. If problems are noted during surveys, the 
District will re-contour the sediment basin or clear outlet obstructions in a timely 
manner. This activity will be performed in accordance with the District’s 
memorandum of understanding (MOU) with the California Department of Fish 
and Game (DFG). 

Reporting Schedule 

A fish passage and fish stranding report will be prepared and submitted to the 
Corps, USFWS, DFG, NMFS, RWQCB, and other designated resource agencies 
by December 3 1 of each monitoring year. 


Mitigation Measure LU-1: install Safety Measures 


To ensure the safety of the residents of the mobile home park located adjacent to 

T-»f-r4TM^C<a/^ ITn ^ *3 Pfi 
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an 


the 


top of the retaining wail in the vicinity of the mobile home park, and access to 
the retaining wall on the south levee will be restricted to ensure that residents or 
other recreation users of the levees cannot access this area during flood events. 


Monitoring and Reporting 

The District will include the specified safety features in the project design 
drawings and bid specifications. No reporting is necessary. 
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Mitigation Measure CR-1: Monitor all Excavation 

Archaeological and Native American monitoring plans will be set forth in detail 
in the cultural resources PA for the project. The District will require that an 
archaeological monitor be present during the excavation on the west bank at the 
locations of SCL-762 and SCL-492 if backwalls are required at these locations. 

If excavation reveals archaeological material below the level of the levee base, 
project work in the vicinity will stop to provide the archaeologist an opportunity 
to inspect the materials and assess their integrity. If the deposits retain integrity, 
they will be assumed to be significant under NRHP/CRHR criterion D (potential 
to yield data), and a data recovery/mitigation plan will be developed in 
accordance with the terms of the cultural resources PA. 

If human remains are uncovered during excavation or soils disturbance, work in 
the vicinity will stop, the remains will be protected, and the provisions of state 
law with respect to the county coroner (Pub. Res. Code sec. 5097.98) and Native 
American consultation will be applied. If the remains cannot be positively 
identified as human at the time of discovery, they will be left in place in the 
ground until an archaeologist can inspect them or other person qualified to 
identify human bone. 

An archaeological monitor will be present during drilling for foundation 
construction if this activity w'ill bring subsurface soils to the surface. If 
archaeological materials are evident in the drill spoils, drilling in the vicinity will 
be halted until additional assessment and mitigation can be established, 
consistent with the terms of the cultural resources PA. Pile driving typically does 
not bring subsurface material to the surface; therefore, archaeological monitoring 
will not be required for pile driving, even at sensitive locations. However, if a 
pile cap is excavated at the identified site location, an archaeologist, with work 
stoppage, will monitor this excavation and mitigation provisions as described 
above. 

These mitigation measures will reduce impacts of the Project to a less-than- 
significant level because previously recorded sites will be protected and work 
W'ill stop if human remains were found at excavation sites. 

Monitoring and Reporting 

The District will monitor construction activities in potentially sensitive 
arechaeological and historic resource areas. The District will notify the 
appropriate Native American community at least 60 days in advance of 
construction activities so that a Native American monitor can be arranged. If 
human remains or artifacts are found work shall stop and the appropriate 
agencies notified by the entity finding the remains or artifacts (District monitor. 
Native American monitor, or Contractor). The other responsible entities shall 
also be notified to ensure that they are all aware of the find. 
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Mitigation Measure CR~2: Avoid vibrational Impacts on 
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The District will avoid potential vibration impacts on Alviso Historic District 
struchares in the vicinity of reach G by prohibiting use of pile drivers for 
foundation construction on the reach-G levees. 


Monitoring and Reporting 


Tne District shall specifically prohibit pile driving in or adjacent to the Alviso 
Historic District in the construction bid specifications. No reporting is required. 


Mitigation Measure CR-3: Restrict Site Used for 
Staging Areas 

The District will restrict use of staging areas 5 and 10 in areas where known 
cultural resources (sites CA-SCL-276 and CA-SCL-6\V) are located, either by 
not using these sites as staging areas during LGRP construction or by using only 
portions of these sites that are outside the known boundaries for these resources. 
The District will require that cultural resources site boundaries be identified for 
the contractor before beginning construction. 


Monitoring and Reporting 

If possible the District will avoid using potential staging areas 5 and 10. If it is 
necessary to use these sites, the District will flag the boundaries of the resources 
and have a barrier fence erected. Prior to using these staging areas areas, the 
District will conduct a walk through inspection of the sites to ensure that barrier 
fencing is properly installed. The District will periodically inspect the site to 
ensure that the barrier fences are in place and equipment has not entered the 
areas. The District shall immediately notify the construction contractor if there is 


itigation Measure CR“4: Avoid Impacts on Sensitive 


jbsurface Archaeoiogica! 


Resources 


The District will avoid impacts on sensitive subsurface archaeological resources, 
particularly near the SR 237 bridge construction area, by ensuring that no 


construction takes place in these sensitive areas before subsurface testing clearly 
indicates that no impacts on sensitive archaeological resources will result from 
project construction. The District will perform a cultural resources 
reconnaissance for the most sensitive resource areas to develop a testing strategy. 
A mechanical archaeological testing program will be performed. The goal of 
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testing will be to identify subsurface resources that could be affected by soil 
excavations below the invert of lower Guadalupe River levees. If resources are 
identified, additional hand or mechanical excavation will be performed to define 
resources boundaries, assess integrity, and evaluate significance. For historic 
resources, site-specific historic research could also be required. If resources are 
identified that appear to be eligible for the NRHP or CRHR, treatment plans will 
be developed and implemented to recover, avoid, or document the re.source. This 
testing program will be developed in coordination with the Corps, Caltrans, the 
SHPO, and the District and will implemented in accordance with a cultural 
resources PA. If human remains are discovered, site work will stop immediately 
as indicated under Mitigation Measure CR-1. 


Monitoring and Reporting 

Prior to construction the District will conduct subsurface testing in areas where 
excavations will extend below the base of the existing levee system to ensure that 
potential archeological resources are not impacted. The District shall submit a 
report to the Corps, Caltrans, and SHPO at least 30 days prior to construction 
documenting the results of the subsurface investigations and other measures 
taken to protect archeological resources as specified in the cultural resources PA. 


Adaptive Management 

Adaptive management is defined as a decision-making process to optimize the 
long-term implementation of flood protection mitigation measures on the Lower 
Guadalupe River. One of the objectives of adaptive management is to ensure that 
ecological functions and habitat values affected by the Proposed Project and 
recommended mitigation measures are reestablished. Key components of - 
adaptive management are identifying indicators for ecological functions and 
habitat values, monitoring the indicators, setting performance standards 
(numerical and descriptive goals) for the indicators, and planning and 
implementing remedial actions. The adaptive management process provides a 
mechanism by which remedial actions for riparian and wetland mitigation, fish 
passage measures and other resource monitoring efforts can be implemented if a 
performance standard is not achieved. 

Figure 3-2 illustrates the adaptive management process, including selection of 
indicators and performance standards during the planning process, measurement 
of indicators as part of the monitoring phase, and assessment to determine 
achievement of mitigation objectives during the agency review phase. All three 
phases are ongoing until the mitigation objectives are achieved. 

This MMP includes adaptive management as an integral component of the 
Project. Specific monitoring objectives and performance standards for each 
applicable measure were described previously. The MMP provides for an 
Adaptive Management Team (AMT). This Team, composed of representatives 
of the District, Corps, City of San Jose, Regional Board, FWS, KMFS, DFG, 


Lower Guadalupe River Flood Protection Project 
Mitigation and Monitoring Plan 


August 7, 2002 


3-35 


J&S 99-230 






Santa Clara Valley Water District 


Mitigation Monitoring and Adaptive Management 


Guadalupe-Coyote Resource Conservation District, will provide ongoing 
oversight of the MMP implementation. The AMT will amend the MMP, it 
necessary, on the basis of the monitoring results and through a consensus process 
subject to any necessary regulatory approvals. Fish population and 
environmental data collected by the FAHCE process will be used, as appropriate, 
by the AMT in the adaptive management of this MMP. The AMT will also take 
an integrated watershed approach, to the extent possible, for implementation of 
mitigation measures in manner that reflects the intercormectedness of flood 
protection and other projects on the Guadalupe River. 


The purpose of the AMT is to assure that mitigation measures successfully 
reestablish ecological functions and habitat values and that other adaptive 
management processes are in place to ensure that environmental commitments 
and mitigation measures are adequately implemented. Tne AMT will review 
monitoring results to determine whether the perfoimance standards established 
by the MlvIP have been achieved. If a performance standard is not achieved, the 
AMT will determine whether the standard is likely to be met. If the AMT 
decides that the perfoimance standard is not likely to be met, then the AMT will 
determine whether the performance standard is appropriate, and, if the standard 
was determined to be inappropriate, identify another standard and monitoring 
objective. If the AMT determines that the performance standard is appropriate, 
the AMT will identify a remedial action to be implemented to ensure mitigation 
success. Monitoring will then continue until the performance standard is met. 

The following describes the adaptive management process illustrated in Figure 
3-2 and defines specific terras used in that figure. 


■ An indicator provides information about the condition of ecological functions 
and habitat affected by mitigation actions. For example, surriva! or percent 
cover could be an indicator for riparian vegetation installed as mitigation.. 

® Monitoring provides specific data or values for each indicator affected by 
mitigation actions. 

® Performance standards are numerical and descriptive goals for each 
indicator. 


If a performance standard is not achieved, the AAIT will determine whether 
the performance .standard is likely to be met. This will be determined by 
AMT’s analysis of measured values. If the AMT decides that the 


performance standard is not likely to be met, then the AMT will determine 
whether the indicator is appropriate and, if the indicator was determined to be 
inappropriate, identify another indicator and performance standard. If the 
AMT determines that the indicator is the correct one to be using, the AMT 
will then identify a remedial action to be implemented to ensure mitigation 
success. Monitoring will then continue until the performance standard is 
met. 
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Governance of Adaptive Management Program 

The AMT will include each signatory of a Memorandum for Implementation of 
the LGRP. These AMT members may adopt criteria and procedures to add 
additional parties to the AMT. At a minimum, such criteria and procedures will 
require a finding that such party has committed to participate in the manner 
described in this governance program, and that such participation will materially 
contribute to the effectiveness and success of implementation of the LGRP 
adaptive management program. 

Each member will designate a representative who has qualifications, authority, 
and availability to participate, necessary to assist the AMT in implementing the 
adaptive management program. Each representative will participate actively in 
the AMT’s meetings and other work and may designate a proxy. Representatives 
will inform their senior managers of developments in the implementation of the 
adaptive management program. 

The AMT will review annual monitoring reports. It will evaluate progress 
towards meeting performance standards in the MMP and the need to modify 
implementation of environmental commitments and adopted mitigation measures 
to achieve performance standards. It will make recommendations to designated 
District staff for such modifications, although it does not have the authority to 
require that the District adopt any such recommendations. 

The AMT will meet as needed to implement the adaptive management program. 

The AMT’s decisions, including those making recommendations that the LGRP 
environmental commitments or mitigation measures be modified will be by 
consensus of the members participating in a noticed meeting. In the event 
concensus is not reached on a proposed decision, the representatives will 
systematically propose and consider alternatives that may resolve the dispute. 
The AMT may engage a facilitator to assist in this effort. A dispute does not 
modify the District’s authority and duty to implement each environmental 
commitment and adopted mitigation measure specified in the MMP. 

This governance document does not modify the authority, right, or duty of any 
member under applicable law. 


Application of Adaptive Management Program 

For the LGRP Proposed Project the following environmental commitments and 
mitigation measures would require application of an adaptive management 
process: 

■ Construction-Area Fish Management Program 

■ Mitigation Measure WQ-1: Develop and Implement a Mercuiy Monitoring 
Plan; 
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■ Mitigation Measure V-1; Replace and CoTn'oensaie for Loss oi Rj-parian and 
Wetland Habitat; and 

® Mitigation Measure F-1: Provide Fish Passage Connections 


In addition, the District has agreed to monitoring and adaptive management 
procedures for sediment and vegetation management activities under its multi¬ 


year Stream Maintenance Program (SMP). The District has also agreed to 
monitor the LGPJ^s effects on the geomorphological processes in the lower 
Guadalupe River as part of a separate adaptive channel meander management 
program. The follow'ing is a discussion of the adaptive management procedures 
for each on these environmental commitments and m.itigation measures. 


Construction-Area Fish Management Adaptive 
Management 


Adaptive management for this en\hronm.ental commitment will involve 
adjustment, as needed, of the fish passage requirements at each in-ehannel 
construction site based on the District’s ability to maintain adequate fish passage 
at LGRP in-channel construction sites. The appropriate fish passage critena will 
be identified by the construction monitor to ensure that culverts and siphons are 
in place to maintain river flow past construction sites; ensure that flow is diverted 
incrementally and that any pumps are appropriately screened to meet NMFS 
requirements; avoid creation of fish barriers; and to monitor the presence of 
anadromous fish. Based on the construction site monitoring, construction-area 
fish management criteria may be adjusted at the grade control weir sites in reach 
A, invert stabilization sites at bridges and the SR 237 bridge replacement site to 
ensure that the maximum fish passage standards possible are met at these 
construction sites. 


Mercury Monitoring Adaptive Management 


Adaptive management for mitigation measure WQ-I will involve decisions about 
whether to pursue a detailed evaluation of lower Guadalupe River mercury 
concentration impacts m salt ponds. Based on measured mercury concentrations 
in lower Guadalupe River flood flows, the District will measure whether flood 
'water mercury concentrations exceed the T'vIDL o’ojective concentration. 
Exceedance of the objective concentration will be used to determine the need for 
LGRP corrective actions to address salt pond mercury concentrations. Adaptive 
management procedures w'ill be outlined in the mercury monitoring 
implementation plan. If lower Guadalupe River floodwater mercury 
concentrations do not exceed the TMDL objective concentrations no additional 
salt pond investigation will be pursued. 
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Riparian and Wetland Habitat Replacement Adaptive 
Management 

Adaptive management for riparian and wetland vegetation mitigation sites will 
involve evaluation of the survival performance standard success. Failure to meet 
the survival performance standard within 3 years would result in AMT evaluation 
of the cause of failure and selection of appropriate remedial actions by the AMT. 
Remedial actions for riparian and wetland mitigation sites include, but are not 
necessarily limited to: 

■ replanting appropriate species or alternative species if evaluation indicates 
that planted species are not suitable for the site; 

■ replanting to maintain overall species diversity; 

■ replanting at an alternative site if evaluation indicates that site conditions will 
not support riparian and/or wetland vegetation; 

■ modification of the planting area irrigation or hydrologic regime 

■ treatment of disease, pest management, and soil treatment; and 

■ physical or chemical removal of competing normative species. 


Fish Passage Connections Adaptive Management 

Adaptive management for fish passage at grade control structures would involve 
monitoring performance of grade control weirs in reach A and the invert 
stabilization structures at bridges and potentially modifying them if they are 
creating barriers to anadromous fish passage. Similarly, fish passage connections 
from sediment management areas to the low-flow channel will be monitored 
during management activities to ensure grading of excavated areas and 
connections would not create ponding. Following flood flow conditions to 
sediment management areas and connections will be monitored to identify 
potential fish stranding conditions. If substantial ponding is identified, remedial 
actions will involve: 

B evaluation of ponded areas for presence of fish species that w'ould be 
captured and relocated to the low-flow channel; 

B regrading of sediment management areas and fish passage connections to 
eliminate ponded areas; and 

B coordination w’ith USFWS, FI^rlFS and DFG staff to ensure stranding 
conditions have been eliminated. 

Potential remedial actions for fish passage and fish connection issues would be 
applied at the time of the maintenance activities or following infrequent flood 
flow conditions when sediment management areas w'ould be inundated. 
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Sediment and Vegetation Management Adaptive 
Management 


Sediment and vegetation management adaptive management procedures on the 

ild be dictated by the District’s SMP agreements and 
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channel maintenance requirements that are recommended in the LGR? Engineers 
Report. 


Low-Flow Channel Meander Adaptive Management 


As part of the District’s Guadalupe Watershed Inte^ation Group (GWTO) 


r*f* ___ 


been made to evaluate the future geomoiphological processes on the lower 
Guadalupe River once the LGRP Proposed Project and adopted mutigation 
measures are implemented. The purpose of this geomorphological investigation 
will be to monitor lower Guadalupe River low-fiow channel conditions and 
identify areas where the channel may be attempting to mugrate or meander wdthin 
the larger flood conveyance channel. Based on the findings of this investigation, 
and particularly if the low-flow' channel appears to be moving substantially or 
creating adverse channel conditions, the District could decide to alter its channel 
management or implement adaptive management solutions to correct problems 
that have been identified. 
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Table 3-2. Performance Standards and Indicators for Mitigation Measures and Commitments 


Mitigation Measures and 
Commitment 


WQ-1 Develop and Implement 
a Mercury Monitoring Plan 


HH-3 Pimp Cargill Salt Ponds 


V-1 Replace or Conpensate for 
Loss of Riparian and Wetland 
Habitat 


F-1 Provide Fish-Passage 
Connection 


Mitigation Measure W-1 Avoid 
Nesting Raptors and Birds 
During Construction and 
Maintenance 

Construction-Area Fish 
Management Program 


Performance Standards 


No specific performance standards have been 
identified. The purpose of the plan is to 
assist in determining if a performance 
standard is needed. 


Pump ponds A8D and A6 dry following a 
design flood event prior to the western 
snowy plover season 


Short-term- For riparian forest and SRA 
habitat 50% survival of each type of original 
plan material by year 5.— 

Long-term- For riparian forest and SRA 
habitat 30% canopy cover by the end of the 
10'*’ year and 80% canopy cover by the end 
of year 40. 


Short-term- Surveys after each storm to 
coincide with expected anadromous fish use 
to monitor potential obstructions to fish 
passage at each stabilization structure and 
ensure that debris or other blockages do not 
impede fish passage. Surveys of sediment 
management areas following storms that 
cause over bank flow to ensure that they are 
self draining and do not pond water. 

Long-term- Same as short-term 

No impacts to nesting birds wthin or 
immediately adjacent to project area 


Adequate fish passage conditions would be 
maintained 


Indicators 


Flow and flood flow mercury 
concentrations. 


Water in ponds A8D and A6 


Short-term- 50% Percent 
survival by year 5. 

Long-term- Percent canopy 
cover and cover type. 


Short and long-term- grade 
control structures and channel 
conditions. N ^ > 


Presence of active nest 


Water velocities should not 
exceed 8fps. 

Water depth should be at least 
1 foot. 
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Mitigation Monitoring 


Impact 

Mitigation Objective 

Environmental 

Commitments 

Mitigation Measures 

location 

and Reporting 
Requirements 

When Mitigation will 
be Implemented 

Responsible Entity 

Hydrologic mid Hydraulic Conditions 







Polcntia! for 
Flooding Induced 
by the LGRP 

Reduce contribution of 
Guadalupe River to 
Hooding problems in 
Alviso and minimize 
effeots on Cargill Salt 
operations 

None 

HIM: Construct West- 
Perimeter Ixtvce 

Around Alviso 

Hast hank of 

Alviso .Slough 
from UPRR to 
northeast comer 
of the marina 

NA 

Before operation of the 
Corps’ Guadalupe 

Rivei' Project 

District 




HI 1-2: Construct 

Alviso .Slough ; 
OverOow Weir and 
Harden Pond A6 Levee ; 

Immediately 
across from 

Alviso in natural 
low spot in Cargill 
levee 

NA 

Before operation of the 
Corps’ Guadalupe 

River Project 

District 




1111-3: Pump Cargill 

Salt Ponds 

Cargill Salt Ponds 
AS, A7, A8D, and 
A8W 

: Operate, maintain, and 
report in accordance 
'with O&M plan 

As needed following 
flooding in Cargill 
ponds 

District 




IIII-4: Manage : : 
Vegetation in Alviso 
Slough from UPRR 
Downstream to t 
Overflow Weir ;; 

East bank of 

Alviso Slough 
from UPRR to 
opposite the 
overflow weir 

Operate, maintain, and 
report in accordance 
r with O&M plan 

Ongoing maintenance 
aclivfty to allow propw 
channel function during 
fIcKxI .events and ensure 
function of overflow 
weir 

District 

Gcomorphology arid Geologic Hazards 







No Significant 
Impacts Identified 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

Water Quality 








Potential Release 
of Sediment or 
Scdinicnl-Bome 
Pollutants during 
Construction 

Minimize potential for 
releases of pollutants to 
the river by limiting 
construction to low- 
flow periods, 
implementing standard 
good house-keeping : 
measures, removing 
mcrcury-ladcn soil from 
the watershed for, 
disposal, and complying 
W'itli regulatory 
requirements 

Sloirnwatcr 
pollution 
: prevention plan 

No additional measures 
identified 

Construction area 

Monitor and report to 
RWQCB per permit 
requirements - copy 
District 

District will monitor 
before construction to 
ensure that the SWPPP 
has been included in 
constnretion plans as 
per Bid Specifications. 
Must be submitted to 
the RWiQCB before 
construction .ind must 
be posted on-site 

District/ Contraictor 
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Mitigation Monitoring 

Environmental and Reporting When Mitigation will 

Impact _ Mitigation Objective _ Commitments Mitigation Measures _ Ijocation _ Requirements _ be Implemented _ Responsible Entity 

Water Quality (continued) 


Erosion and 
sediment 
control plan 

Construction area 

NA 

District will monitor 
before construction to 
ensure that the erosion 
and sediment control 
plan has been included 
in construction plans as 
per Bid Specifications 

District 

Spill : 
prevention and 
response plan 

Construction area 

Immediately report 
occurrences to 

RWQCn, DFG, and 
District 

District will monitor 
before construction to 
ensure that the spill 
prevention and response 
plan has been included 
in construction plans as 
per Bid Specifications 

District 

Soil 

management 

plan 

Construction area 

Report to RWQCB 

District will irranitor 
before construction to 
ensure that the soil 
management plan has 
been included in 
construction plans as 
per Bid Specifications 

District 

Hazardous and 
toxic materials 
contingency 
plan 

Construction area 

Immediately report 
occurrences to RWQCB 
and District 

District will monitor 
before construction to 
ensure that hazardous 
and toxic materials 
contingency plan has 
been included in 
construction plans as 
per Bid Specifications 

District 

Construction 
period limits 

Construction area 

NA 

In^channel construction 
would be limited to the 
summer low- 
precipitation period 
(April IS-Oclober 15). 
Construction pcriix) 
limits will be specified 
in Bid Specifications 

District 










M gation Ob j ecti ve 


Environmental 

CommilmcTils 


Mitigation Measures 


Water Quality (enntinued) 

Potential for Mlinimize potential for 

Accidental Spills accidental spills by 

of Construction iiinplementing standard 

Materials BMPs and complying 

with regulatory 
requirements 


Stormwater No additional measures 

pollution identified: 

prevention plan 


Spill ' 

prevention and: 
response plan I 


Potential Minimize potential for Sion water No additional measures 

Degradation of releases of pollutants to pollution : : Kicntificd 

Water Quality as the river by limiting prevention plain : 

a Result of construction to low- 

Vegetation and flow periods, 

Sediment implementing standard 

Management good housekeeping 

measures, removing 
mcrcury-Iadcn soil from 
the watershed for 
disfKJsal, and complying 
with regulatoi 7 ■: 

requirements . 


Spill i 
prevention and 
response plan 


Mitigation Monitoring 

and Reporting When Mitigation will 

l^ation _ Requirements _^ Imp lemented _ Responsible Entity 


Construction area Monitor and reptirt to District wll monitor District/Contractor 


RWQCB per permit 
requirements - copy 
District 


Construction area Immediately report 
: occurrences to 
RWQCB. DFG, and 
District 


Construction area Monitor and report to 
RWCICB per permit 
requirements - copy 
District 


Construction area Immediately report 

occurrences to 
. RWQCB. DEG. and 

District 


before construction to 
ensure that all 
environmental 
commitments andl 
mitigation measures 
have been included in 
coristraction plans as 
per Bid Specifications. 

Must be submitted to 
the RWQCB before 
constrtiction and must 
be posted on-site 

District will tinonil'or District 

beforc construction to 

ensure that all 

ciiivironniental 

commitirrnts and 

miti gallon .measiines 

have beeia included in 

construction plans as 

per Bid Specifications 

District will monitor District/Contractor 

before construction to 

ensure that the SWPPP 

has been included in 

construction plans a.s 

per Bid Specifications. 

Must be submitted to 
the RW(?C'-'B before 
construction and must 
be posted on-site 


District will monitor District 

before construction to 

ensure that the erosion 

and .sediment control 

plan has been included 

in construction plans as 

per Bid Sitecifications 
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Unvironmcnlal 

Impact _ MiliRation Objective _ Commitments Mitisation Measures 

Water Quality (continued) 

Soil 

management 

plan 


llar^rdous and 
toxic materials 
contingency 
plan 


Construction 
period limits 


Potential Minimize potential for Erosion and No additional measures 

Discharge or releases of pollutants to sediment identified 

Mobilization of the river hy limiting control plan 

Mercury construction to low- 

flow periods, 
implementing standard 
RMPs, and removing 
mercury-laden soil from 
the watershed for 
disposal 


Soil 

management 

plan 
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Mitigation Monitoring 


Loeation 

and Reporting 
Requirements 

When Mitigation will 
be Implemented 

Responsible Entitj 

Construction area 

Report to RWQCB 

District will naonitor 
before construction to 
ensure that the spill 
prevention and response 
plan has been included 
in construction plans as 
per Bid Specifications 

District 

Construetion area 

Immediately report 
occurrences to RWQCB 
and District 

District will monitor 
before construction to 
ensure that the 
hazardous materials and 
toxic contingency plan 
has been included in 
construction plans as 
per Bid Specifications 

District 

Construction area 

Monitor and report in 
accordance with O&M 
plan 


District 

Construction area 

NA 

District will monitor 
before construction to 
ensure that hazardous 
and toxic materials 
contingency plan has 
been included in 
construction plans as 
per Bid Specifications 

District 

Construction area 

Report to RWQCB 

In-channel construction 
would be limited to the 
summer low- 
precipitation period 
(April 15-October 15) 
construction period 
limits will be specified 
in Bid Specifications 

District 
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Impact 

Mitigation Objective 

Environmental 

Commitments 

Mitigation Measures 

Ijocation 

Mitigation Monitoring 
and Reporting 
Requirements 

When Mitigation will 
be Implemented 

Water Quality (continued) 







Minimize the potential 
for: methyl mercuiy 
formation by removing 
contaminated materials 
as necessary/ 

Soil 

. management 
plan 

No additional measures, 
identified. 

Cargill salt Ponds 
A5, A7, A8D. and 
ARW 

Report to RWQCB 

During construction of 
pond A8Mr overflow 
weir 


Hazards and llaxairdouis MaCeriats 


Construelion 

Aclivilics 

Affected by 

Exposure to 

Contaminated 

Soils 

Hazardous and 
toxic materials 
; contingency 
plan 

No additional rrKasurcs 
idcnlificd 

Conslniclion area 

Immediately report 
occurrences to RWQCB 
and District 

Disincl will rnonstor 
before construction to 
ensure thalL a hazardous 
and toxic materials 
contingency plan have 
been included in 
construction plans as 
per Bid Specifications 


: Soil 

; managenrent 5 j: 
'plan... 


Construction area 

Report to RWQCB 

District will monitor 
before construction to 
ensure that all 
cnvironrncnlal 
commitments and 
mitigation measures 
have been included in 
con.struction plans a.s 
iper Bid Specifications 

Construction 

Activities 

Affected by 

Contaminated 

Groundwater 

: Soil 

rnanagernent 

plan 

No additional measures 
identified 

Construction area 

Report to RWQCB 

District will monitor 
before construction to 
ensure that all 
environ menial 
commitments and 
mitigation measures 
have l/ecn included in 
construction plans as 
per Bid Specifications 


R espons i ble Enilily_ 


District 


District 


District 


District 













Table 3-1. Continued 


Impact _ Miligalion Objective 

Vegetation 

Potential for Loss Minimize habitat 

of Riparian (4.65 disturbance through 

ac.), Welland project design and 

(48.98 ac.), and vcgctalion protection 

Ruderat (83.15 plan. Mitigate riparian 

ac.) Vegetation impacts through on-site 

from Construction plantings and 

and Vegetation undesirable-species 

and Sediment replacement Mitigate 

Management tidal wetlands with in- 

kind replacement in 
Districts salt pond A4 
restoration site. 

Mitigate nontidal 
wetlands impacts with 
out-of-kind replacement 
in District’s salt pond 
site. Rudcral impacts, 
although not significant 
will be minimized by 
implementing erosion 
and sediment control 
plan 


Environmental 

Commitments Mitigation Measures 


Vegetation V-l: Replace or 

protection plan Compensate for 

Riparian and Wetland 
Habitat 


Erosion and Riparian, in-kind at 

sediment 0.5:1 ratio 

control plan 


Wetland-tidal 
freshwater marsh: in 
kind (ii’ 1 .1 ratio 


Page 6 of 17 


Mitigation Monitoring 

and Reporting When Mitigation will 

Ijocation_Requirements be Implemented_Responsible Entit' 


NA Riparian vegetation will District 

be planted in reach A 
no later than end of 
2003. Wetland 
mitigation will in Pond 
A4 in 2007 


Reach A Monitor riparian 2003 

plantings for survival 
and density for 5 years, 
replace as needed to 
maintain 75% survival 
per year and at least 
50% cover by the end 
of the monitoring 
period. Annual 
monitoring report to 
USFWS,NMES,and 
DEG 

District’s Pond A4 Fund prorated (±10%) 2007 

share of monitoring 
costs specified for 
restoration project. 

Annual monitoring 
report to USFWS, 

NMFS, Corps, and 
DFO 
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Mitigation Monitoring 





Environmental 


and Reporting 

When Mitigation will 


Impact 

Mitigation Objective 

Commitments Mitigation Measures 

Location 

Requirements 

be Implemented 

Responsible Entity 


Vegetation (continued) 




Welland - freshwater 
marsh; oul-of-kind @ 

2:1 ratio 

District’s Pond A4 

Fund prorated share of 
restoration project 
monitoring costs. 

Annual monitoring 
report to USFWS, 

NMES, Corits, and 

DFG 

2007 


Potential Tor 

Impacts on Tidal 
Salt Marsh, Diked 
Salt Marsh, 
Brackish Marsh, 
and ITcshwatcr 
Marsh from 
Implementing the 
Baylands 

Mitigation 

Measure 

Minimize impacts on 
habitat by restoring 
marsh habitat in pond 

A4 

V-2: Replace or 
compensate for riparian 
wetland habitat. 
Additional mitigation 
will be provided to 
include wetland impacts 
from Baylands 

Mitigation Measure 

District’s Pond A4 

Annual monitoring 
report to USFWS, 

NMFS, Corps, and 

DFG 

2007 

District 

Wildlife 







Potential Tor 
Adverse Efirccls; 
on Common 
Wildlife Species 
Associated with 
Riparian, 

Wetland, and 
Upland Habitat 
Loss 

Minimize impacts on wildlife by 
replacing habitats and limiting 
disturbance through critical life 
stages by limiting construction 
and maintenance periods 

Construction V-1: 

period limits Replace or 

Compensate 
for Riparian 
and Wetland 
Habitat 

Project site and 
District’s Pond A4 

Annual monitoring 
report to USFWS, 
NMFS, Corps, and 

DFG 

Riparian and wetland 
habitat will be replaced 
by Old of 2003 and 

2007, respectively 

District 



W-1: Avoid 
Nesting 

Construction and 
vegetation and 

NA 

Befott; construction 

District 


Raptors and sediment 
Birds During management 
Construction 
and 

Maintenance 
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»■ Mitigation Monitoring 

Environmental and Reporting When Mitigation will 

Impact _ Mitigation Objective Commitments Mitigation Measures _ IxKation _ Requirements _ be Implemented _ Responsible Entity 

Wildlife (Continued) 


Potential for 

Irnpacts on 

Western Snowy 
Plover 

Avoid loss ofbreeding season in 
pond A8D 

None 

III 1-3: Pump 
Cargill Salt 
Ponds 

Pond ABO 

Monitoring report to 
USPWS and DPG 

following flooding 
event 

Pollowing storms that 
flood pond A8D and 
coordinated with 
downtown Guadalupe 
River rcquirertxmt to 
pump Pond A8D 

District 

Potential for 

Impacts on 

Nesting Raptors, 
including 
nurrowing Owls 

Avoid construction impacts on 
nesting burrowing owls 

None 

W-1: Avoid 
Nesting 
Raptors and 
Uirds During 
Construction 
and 

Maintenance 


Monitoring report sent 
to DPG before 
construction begins 

Before construction 
begins on overflow weir 
and Alviso levee 

District 

Fisheries 








Potential for 
Changes in Pish 
Habitat from the 
Construction of 
PItrod walls, 

Levees, and Other 
Structures 

Minimize impacts on fisheries by 
preventing degradation of water 
quality 

Stormwater 
pollution 
prevention plan 

No 

additional 

measures 

identified 

Construction area 

Monitor and report to 
RWQCn per permit 
requirements -'copy 
District 

District will monitor 
before construction to 
ensure that all 
environmental 
commitments and 
mitigation measures 
have been included in 
construction plans as 
per Bid Specifications 

District/ Contractor 



Erosion and 
sediment control 
plan 


Construction area 

NA 

District will monitor 
before construction to 
ensure that all 
environmental 
commitments and 
mitigation measures 
have been included in 
construction plans as 
per Bid Specifications 

District 







Mitigation Measures 


Environmcnta! 


Impact 


Mitiga ti on Obj ective Commitments 


Fisheries (Continued) 


Spill 

prevention and 
response plan 


Hazardous and 
toxic materials 
contingency 
plan 


Construction 
period limits 


Potential for Minimia: impacts on Stormwater No additional measures 

Changes in Fish fisheries by preventing pollution identified 

Habitat from the degradation of water prevention plan 

Coinstrucliori ofa quality 

New SR 237 

Bridge 


Mitigation Monitoring 

and Reporting VFhen Mitigation will 

Location _ Requirements __Responsible Entity 


Construction area 

Immediately report 
occurrences to 

RWQCB. DFG, and 
District 

District will monitor 
before constmclion to 
ensure that all 
environmental 
commitments and 
mitigation measures 
have been included in 
consilfuction plans as 
pirr Bid Specifications 

District 

Construction area 

Immediately report 
rKCUiTf.nces to RWQCB 
and District 

Distiict will monitor 
before construction to 
ensure that all 
environmental 
commilments and 
mitigation measures 
have been included in 
construction plans as 
per Bid Specifications 

District 

Construction area 

NA 

Clistrict will monitor 
before construction to 
ensure that all 
en virori mental 
commitments and 
mitigation measures 
have Ibccn included in 
construction plans as 
per Bid Specifications 

District 

Construction area 

Monitor and report to 
RWQCIH per permit 
requirements - copy 
District 

District will monitor 
before constiuction to 
ensure that all 
environmental 
commitments and 
mitigation measures 
have been included in 
construction plans as 
per Bid Specifications 

District/ Contractor 
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Mitigation Monitoring 

Environmental ‘ and Reporting When Mitigation will 

Impact _ Mitigation Objective _C ommitments Mitigation Measures _ IxKalion _ Requirements _ be Implemented _ Responsible Entity 

Fisheries (Continiued) 


Erosion and 
sediment 
control plan 

Construction area 

NA 

District will monitor 
before construction to 
ensure that all 
environmental 
commitments and 
mitigation measures 
have been included in 
construction plans as 
per Bid Specifications 

District 

Spill 

prevention and 
response plan 

Construction area 

Immediately report 
occurrences to 

RWQCB, DEG, and 
District 

District will monitor 
before construction to 
ensure that all 
environmental 
commitments and 
mitigation measures 
have been included in 
construction plans as 
per Bid Specifications 

District 

1 larardous and 
toxic materials 
contingency 
plan 

Construction area 

Immediately report 
occurrences to RWQCB 
and District 

District will monitor 
before construction to 
ensure that all 
environmental 
commitments and 
mitigation measures 
have been included in 
construction plans as 
per Bid Specifications 

District 

Construction 
area fish 
management 
program 

Construction areas 
in or adjacent to 
low-flow channel 

Monitor fisheries 
impacts and report 
findings to NMFS, 
USEWS, and DEG 

District and contractor 
will monitor drawing 
construction in or near 
the low-flow channel 

District/ Contractor 
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Mitigation Monitoring 


Impact 

Mitigation Objective 

Environmental 7 
Commitments 

Mitigation Measures 

Location 

and Reporting 
Requirements 

When Mitigation Hvill 
be Implemented 

Responsible Entity 

Fisheries (Continued) 









Construction i 
peiiod limits i 


Construction area 

NA 

District will monitor 
before construction to 
ensure that all 
environmental 
commitments and 
mitigation measures 
have been included in 
construction plans as 
(jer Bid Specifications 

District 

Potential for 
Changes in Fish 

I labilat and 
Anaciromous Fish 
Migration from 
the Construction 
and Operation of 
the SR 237 

Bypass Option 

Minimize impacts on 
fisheries by preventing 
degradation of water 
quality 

Stormwater 
pollution: ¥ 
prevention plan s 

■; No additional measures 
. identified 

Conslruclion area 

Monitor and report to 
RWQCB per permit 
rcLiuirements - copy 
Dislricl 

District will monitor 
before construction to 
ensure that all 
environmental 
commitments and 
mitigation measures 
have been included in 
construction plans as 

I>ei Bid Specifications 

District/ Contractor 



Eroition and 
sediment 
control plan 


Construction area 

r NA 

District will monitor 
before construction to 
ensure that all 
environmental 
commitments and 
mitigation measures 
have been included in 
construction plans as 
per Bid Specifications 

Distiict 



Spill 

prevention snd 
response plan 


Construction area 

Immediately report 
occurrences to 
RV'QCB, DiF(j, and 
District 

District will monitor 
before construction to 
ensure that all 
environmental 
commitments and 
mitigation measures 
have been included in 
construction plans as 
f>CT Bid Specifications 

District 
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Mitigation Monitoring 


Impact 

Mitigation Objective 

Environmental 

Commitments 

Mitigation Measures 

Location 

and Reporting 
Requirements 

When Mitigation will 
be Implemented 

Responsible Entity 

Fisheries (Continued) 









Hazardous and 
toxic materials 
contingency 
plan 


Construction area 

Immediately report 
occurrences to RWQCB 
and District 

District will monitor 
before construction to 
ensure that ail 
environmental 
commitments and 
mitigation measures 
have been included in 
construction plans as 
per Bid Specifications 

DistricI 



Conslruclion 
period limits 


Construction area 

NA 

District will monitor 
before construction to 
ensure that all 
cnvironiTxmlal 
eommilments and 
mitigation measures 
have been included in 
construction plans as 
per Bid Specifications 

District 



Construction 
area fish 
management 
program 


Construction areas 
in or adjacent to 
low-flow channel 

Monitor fisheries 
impacts and report 
findings to NMFS, 
USFWS, and DFG 

District and contractor 
will rTKtnitor drawing 
construction in or near 
the low-flow channel 

District/ Contractor 

Potential for 
Changes in Fish 
llahitat and 
Anadromous Fish 
Migration from 
Vegetation and 
Sediment 
Management 
Activities in 
Reaches A-Ci 

Minimize impacts on 
Fisheries by preventing 
degradation of water 
quality and providing 
connections from 
dredged areas to main 
channel 


F-l: Provide Fish 
Passage Connection to 
Ixiw-FIow Channel 

Sediment 
management areas 

Annual monitoring 
report to USFWS, 

NMI S, and DFG 
describing corrective 
actions taken if needed 

During project design 
and annually as needed 
to maintain connection 
to low-flow channel 

District 

• 'K- V- 


Stormwater 
pollution 
prevention plan 


Sediment 
management areas 

Monitor and report to 
RWQCB per permit 
requirements - copy 
District 

DistricI will monitor 
before construction to 
ensure that all 
environmental 
commitments and 
mitigation measures 
have been included in 
construction plans as 
per Bid Specifications 

District/ Contractor 
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Impact Mitigation Objective 

Environmental 

Commitments Mitigation Measures 

Ixicalion 

Mitigation Monitoring 
and Reporting 
Requirements 

When Mitigation will 
be Implemented 

Responsible Entity 

Fisheries (Continued) 

Erosion and 
sediment 
control plan 

Sediment 
management areas 

NA 

District will monitor 
before conslniction to 
ensure that all 
environmental 
cornmilmenls and 
mitigation measures 
have been included in 
constraction plans as 
per Bid Specifications 

District 


Spill 

prevention and 
response plan 

Sediment 
management areas 

Immediately report 
occuiTences to 

RWqtCB, DFG, and 
District 

District will nxtnitor 
before constniclion to 
ensure that all 
environmental 
comimitmenls and 
mitigation measures 
have been included in 
constraction plans as 
jKa' Bid Spiecifications 

Disbict 


Hazardous and 
toxic materials 
contingency 
plan 

Sediment 
management areas 

immediately report 
occu:rrenceii to RWQCB 
and District 

District will monitor 
Ijefore construction to 
ensure that all 
environmental 
commitments and 
mitigation measures 
have been included in 
construction plans as 
per Bid Specifications 

District 


Construction 
period limits 

Sediment 
management areas 

NA 

District will imoriitor 
before consh'uction to 
ensure that all 

District 


environ menial 
conimitments and 
mitigation measures 
h;avc l>ecn included in 
constraclion plans as 
per Bid Specifications 
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Impact 

Mitigation Objective 

Rnviron mental 
Commitments 

Mitigation Measures 

tx)calion 

Mitigation Monitoring 
and Reporting 
Requirements 

When Miiiplion will 
be Implcmcnlcd 

Responsible Entity 

Land Use and Planning 







Potential for 

Construction- 

Related 

Nuisances from 
Raising the SR 

237 Bridge 

Minimize construction 
nuisances by controlling, 
dust and noise. 

Minimize trafTic 
nuisances by installing 
signs and limiting 
project activities to 
nonpeak traffic hours 

Bay Area Air 
Quality 
Management 
District 
(BAAQMD) 
feasible control 
measures for 
emissions of 
respirable 
particulate 
matter smaller 
than 10 
microns 
(PM 10) 

No additional measures 
identified 

Construction area 

NA 

District will monitor 
before construction to 
ensure that all . 
environmental 
commitments and 
mitigation measures 
have been included in 
construction plans as 
per Bid Specifications 

Contractor 



Traffic safety 
plan 


Construction area 

NA 

District will monitor 
before construction to 
ensure that all 
environmental 
commitments and 
mitigation measures 
have been included in 
construction plans as 
per Bid Specifications 

Contractor 



Noise-reducing 

construction 

practices 


Construction area 

NA 

District will monitor 
before construction to 
ensure that all 
environmental 
commitments and 
mitigation measures 
have been included in 
construction plans as 
per Bid Specifications 

Contractor 

Potential for I jnd 
Use Conflicts 
from Construction 
of SR 237 Bypass 
Culvert Option 

Minimize safety 
hazards by installing 
guard rails and signs 

None 

I.U-I: Install Safety 
Measures 

SR 237 

NA 

Incorporate into project 
design 

District 
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Impact 

Mitigation Objective 

Environmental 

Commitments 

Mitigation Measures 

Location 

Mitigation Monitoring 
and Reporting 
Requirements 

When IVIitigatiori will 
be Implemented 

Responsible Entity 

Rricrcation, Public Access, »nd Viiu*! Resources 






Potential for 
Changes in Visual 
Resources and 
Views from 

Flood-Control 
Structures 

Sollcn look of channel 
modification structures 

None 

RV-I: Plant vegetation 
after construction 

Reaches D-G 

None 

IricorpoT-ate into imoject 
design 

District 

Transportation end Traffic 







Potential for 
Roadway Safety 
Hazards 

Minimize traPric safely 
hazards by installing' 
signs and limiting 
project- related traffic to 
nonpeak traffic hours 

Traffic safely 
plan 

No additional measures 
idcntiried 

Construction area 

NA 

District wll monitor 
before construction to 
ensure that ah 
environmental 
commitments and 
mitigation measures 
have betm included in 
constniclion plans as 
per Bid Specifications 

Contractor 

Increased Delay 
for Traffic 
Traveling Across 
the SR 2.37 

Bridge 

Minimi,7.C trarfic delays 
by installing signs and 
limiting project 
activities to nonpeak 
traffic hours 

Traffic safety 
plan 

No mitigation available 
to reduce to Icss-than- 
significant level 

Construction area 

NA 

District will monitor 
before construction to 
ensure that all 
cnvironrocnlal 
commitments, and 
mitigation measui'cs 
have .been included in 
construction plans as 
per Bid Spccificutions 

Contractor 

Air Qualify 

Minimize air quality 
impacts by controlling 
dust and ensuring 
equipment is in proper 
slate of repair 

BAAQMD 
feasible control 
measures for 
emissions of 
respirable;: 
particulate 
matter smaller 
than 10 ; :;f 
microns-. \ 

No additional measures 
identified 

Construction area 

. NA 

District will monitor 
before construction to 
ensure that all 
environmental 
commitments and 
mitigation measures 
have been included in 
constraelion plans as 
fier Bid Specifications 

Con'bactor 


(PMIO): 
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Impact 


Mitigation Objective 


P.nviron mental 
Commitments 


MitiRation Measures _ IjQcation 


and Reporting 
Requirements_ 


When Mitigation will 
be Implemented_ 


Responsible Entity 


Noise 



Minimize noise impacts 
by ensuring equipment 
has proper mufflers and 
is in proper state of 
repair; designate a noise 
abatement coordinator 
to respond to local 
complaints 

Noise-reducing 

construction 

practices 

No additional measures 
identified 

Construction area 

NA 

District will monitor 
before construction to 
ensure that all 
environmental 
commitments and 
mitigation measures 
have been included in 
construction plans as 
per Bid Specifications 

District/ Contractor 

Public Services and L'lililies 








Minimize potential for 
interruption of service 
by coordinating with 
utilities in the 
construction corridor 

Service 

provider 

coordination 

before 

construction 

No additional measures 
idcntiricd 

Construction area 

NA 

District will monitor 
before construction to 
ensure that all 
environmental 
Commitments and 
mitigation measures 
have been included in 
construction plans as 
per Bid SpcciEcations 

Contractor 

Cultural Resources 








Potential for 
disturbance of 
recorded and 
undiscovered 
cultural resources 
in reaches A-G. 

Minimize potential for 
impacts on cultural 
resources by monitoring 
construction activity, 
stopping work if 
potential resources are 
encountered, and 
appropriate treatment of 
encountered resources 

Cultural 
resources, input 
avoidance 

measures 


Excavated areas in 
construction area 

Immediately stop work 
and report occurrences 
to County Coroner and 
District 

Before and during 

LGRP excavations 

District/ Contractor 




CR-l: Monitor all 
excavated areas 


Monitor on-site during 
excavations report to 

Before and during 
LGRP excavations 

District 


District, Corps, and 
SUPO as per cultural 
resources PA 




Tatjle3-1. Continued 


EnvironiTicnlal 

i mpacl _ MitiR alion Obje ctive Co mmitments Mitigation Measures 

Cultural Resources (Caiitimuenl) 

CR-2: Avoid 
vibrational impacts on 
Alviso historic district 
by restricting use of pile 
drivers near historic 
structures 

CR-3: Restrict use of 
staging areas 5 and 10 
to avoid known sites 

V- tC' 

CR-d Avoid impacts 
on CA-.SCI.-5 
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Mitigation Monitoring / 

and Reporting When Mitigation vrill 

Location _ Require mcnls_ _ t>g Imp tenxnle d_ Respo n sible E nt ity 


Monitor on-site during During construction District H 

excavations report to 

District, Corps, and 

SHI’O as per cultural 

resources PA 


Monitor on-site during 
excavations report to 
District, Corps, and 
.SIll’O as per cultural 
resources PA 


Monitor on-site during 
excavations report to 
District, Corps, and 
SHPO as per cultural 
resources PA 


During ('.onstruclion District 


Before and during District 

construction 
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DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY 

SAN FRANCISCO DISTRICT, CORPS OF ENGINEERS 
333 MARKET STREET 
SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA 94105-2197 


APR 2 i 20SB 

Regulatory Branch 

SUBJECT; File Number 24897S 

Mr. Deimis Cheong 
Santa Clara Valley Water District 
5750 Almaden Expressway 
San Jose, California 95118-3614 

Dear Cheong; 

Enclosed is your signed copy of a Department of the Anuy permit (Enclosure 1) to 
construct the Lower Guadalupe River Flood Protection Project (LGRP) along the lower 10.5 
kilometers of the Guadalupe River in the cities of San Jose and Santa Clara in Santa Clara 
County, California. 

Please complete the appropriate parts of "Notice to Permittee" form (Enclosure 2), and 
return it to this office. You are responsible for ensuring that the contractor and workers 
executing the activity authorized herein are knowledgeable with the terms and conditions of this 
authorization. 

Should you have any questions regarding this matter, please call Bob Smith of our Regulatory 
Branch at 415-977-8450. Please address all correspondence to the Regulatory Branch and refer 
to the file number at the head of this letter. 


Sincerely, 



Lieutenant Colonel, U.S. Army 
District Engineer 


Enclosures 


Copy Furnished (w/encl 1 only): 



2 


US EPA, San Francisco, CA 
US FWS, Sacramento, CA 
US NMFS, Santa Rosa, CA 
CA RWQCB, Oakland, CA 
CA DFG, Yountville, CA 
CA BCDC, San Francisco, CA 



NOTICE TO PERMITTEE 

Please use the forms below to report the dates when you start and finish the work authorized by the enclosed permit. Also if you suspend work 
f' nn extended period of time, use the forms below to report the dates you suspended and resumed work. The second copy is for your 
1 rds. If you find that you cannot complete the work within the time granted by the permit, please apply for a time extension at least one 
month before your permit expires. If you materially change the plan or scope of the work, it will be necessary for you to submit new drawings 
and a request for a modification of your permit. 

(cut out as needed)- 


Date:_ 

NOTICE OF COMPLETION OF WORK under Department of the Army pennit No.24897S 

TO: District Engineer, US Army Corps of Engineers, Regulatory Branch, 333 Market Street, 8th Floor, San Francisco, CA 94105-2197 

In compliance with the conditions of the permit dated April 24, 2003 to construct the LGRP on the Guadalupe River this is to notify you that 
the work was completed on_. 

Permittee: Santa Clara Valley Water District 

Address: 5750 Almaden Expressway San Jose, CA 95118-3614 


Date:_ 

NOTICE OF RESUMPTION OF WORK under Department of the Army permit No. 24897S 

TO: District Engineer, US Army Corps of Engineers, Regulatory Branch, 333 Market Street, 8th Floor, San Francisco, CA 94105-2197 

In compliance with the conditions of the permit dated April 24, 2003 to construct the LGRP on the Guadalupe River this is to notify you that 
work was resumed on_. 

Permittee: Santa Clara Valley Water District 
/ ;ss: 5750 Almaden Expressway San Jose, CA 95118-3614 


Date:_ 

NOTICE OF SUSPENSION OF WORK under Department of the Army permit No. 24897S 

TO: District Engineer, US Army Corps of Engineers, Regulatory Branch, 333 Market Street, 8th Floor, San Francisco, CA 94105-2197 

In compliance with the conditions of the permit dated April 24,2003 to construct the LGRP on the Guadalupe River this is to notify you tliat 
work was suspended on_. 

Permittee: Santa Clara Valley Water District 

Address: 5750 Ahnaden Expressway San Jose, CA 95118-3614 


Date:_ 

NOTICE OF COMMENCEMENT OF WORK under Department of the Army permit No. 24897S 

TO: District Engineer, US Army Corps of Engineers, Regulatory Branch, 333 Market Street, 8th Floor, San Francisco, CA 94105-2197 

In compliance with the conditions of the permit dated April 24, 2003 to construct the LGRP on the Guadalupe River this is to notify you that 
work was commenced on_. 

Pennittee: Santa Clara Valley Water District 

Address: 5750 Almaden Expressway San Jose, CA 95118-3614 


1 Aug 94 









DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY 

SAN FRANCISCO DISTRICT, CORPS OF ENGINEERS 
333 MARKET STREET 
SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA 94105-2197 


APR 2 5 


Regulatory Branch 

SUBJECT: File Number 24897S 

Mr. Dennis Cheong 
Santa Clara Valley Water District 
5750 Almaden Expressway 
San Jose, California 95118-3614 

Dear Mr. Cheong: 

Enclosed are two copies of a Department of the Army (DA) permit to construct the Lower 
Guadalupe River Flood Protection Project (LGRP) along the lower 10.5 kilometers of the 
Guadalupe River in the cities of San Jose and Santa Clara in Santa Clara County, California. 

You are advised that the Corps has established an Administrative Appeal Process, as 
described in our regulations at 33 CFR Part 331 (65 FR 16486; March 28, 2000) and outlined in 
the enclosed flowchart and Notification of Administrative Appeal Options, Process, and Request 
for Appeal (NAO-RFA) Form. The following two options are available to you in your evaluation 
of the enclosed permit: 

1) You may sign and date both copies of the permit on the line designated for 
"Permittee". Your signature on the permit indicates that you accept the permit in its 
entirety, and waive all rights to appeal the permit, or its terms and conditions. Both 
copies of the permit must be returned to this office for final authorization. We will then 
forward one copy of the fully executed permit for your records, at which time you will be 
authorized to commence work. 

2) You may decline to sign tlie permit because you object to certain terms and conditions 
therein, and you may request that the permit be modified accordingly. You must outline 
your objections to the terms and conditions of tlie permit by completing Section II of the 
NAO-RFA Form. Your objections must be received by the District Engineer within sixty 
(60) days of the date of this letter, or you will forfeit your right to request changes to the 
terms and conditions of the permit. Upon receipt of the completed NAO-RFA Form, the 
District Engineer will evaluate your objections, and may: (a) modify the permit to address 
all of your objections, (b) modify the permit to address some of your objections, or (c) not 
modify the permit, having determined that the permit should be issued as previously 
widtten. In any of these three cases, the District Engineer will send you a final peimit for 
your reconsideration, as well as a second NAO-RFA Form. Should you decline the final 
proffered permit, you can appeal the declined permit by submitting the completed NAO- 
RFA Form to the Division Engineer. The Division Engineer must receive the NAO-RFA 
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Applicant: Santa Clara Valley Water District 


Attached is: 


X 





File Number: 24897S 


See Section below 



INITIAL PROFFERED PERMIT (Standard Permit or Letter of permission) 

A 

PROFFERED PERMIT (Standard Permit or Letter of permission) 

B 

PERMIT DENIAL 

C 

APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION 

D 

PRELIMINARY JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION 

E 


SECTION I - The following identifies your rights and options regarding an administrative appeal of the above 
decision. Additional information may be found at http://usace.armv.miFinet/functions/cw/cecwo/reg or 
Corps regulations at 33 CFR Part 331. 


A: INITIAL PROFFERED PERMIT: You may accept or object to the permit. 

• ACCEPT: If you received a Standard Permit, you may sign the permit document and return it to the district engineer for final 
authorization. If you received a Letter of Permission (LOP), you may accept the LOP and your work is authorized. Your 
signature on the Standard Permit or acceptance of the LOP means that you accept the permit in its entirety, and waive all rights 
to appeal the permit, including its terms and conditions, and approved jurisdictional determinations associated with the permit. 

• OBJECT: If you object to the permit (Standard or LOP) because of certain terms and conditions therein, you may request that 
the permit be modified accordingly. You must complete Section 11 of this form and return the form to the district engineer. 
Your objections must be received by the district engineer within 60 days of the date of this notice, or you will forfeit your right 
to appeal the permit in the future. Upon receipt of your letter, the district engineer will evaluate your objections and may: (a) 
modify the permit to address all of your concerns, (b) modify the permit to address some of your objections, or (c) not modify 
the permit having determined that the permit should be issued as previously written. After evaluating your objections, the 
district engineer will send you a proffered permit for your reconsideration, as indicated in Section B below. 


B: PROFFERED PERMIT: You may accept or appeal the permit 

• ACCEPT: If you received a Standard Permit, you may sign the permit document and return it to the district engineer for final 
authorization. If you received a Letter of Permission (LOP), you may accept the LOP and your work is authorized. Your 
signature on the Standard Permit or acceptance of the LOP means that you accept the permit in its entirety, and waive all rights 
to appeal the permit, including its terms and conditions, and approved jurisdictional determinations associated with the permit. 

• APPEAL: If you choose to decline the proffered permit (Standard or LOP) because of certain terms and conditions therein, you 
may appeal the declined permit under the Corps of Engineers Administrative Appeal Process by completing Section II of this 
form and sending the form to the division engineer. This form must be received by the division engineer within 60 days of the 
date of this notice. 


C: PERMIT DENIAL: You may appeal the denial of a permit under the Corps of Engineers Administrative Appeal Process 
by completing Section II of this form and sending the form to the division engineer. This form must be received by the division 
engineer within 60 days of the date of this notice. 


D: APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION: You may accept or appeal the approved JD or 
provide new information. 

• ACCEPT: You do not need to notify the Corps to accept an approved JD. Failure to notify the Corps within 60 days of the 
date of this notice, means that you accept the approved JD in its entirety, and waive all rights to appeal the approved JD. 

• APPEAL: If you disagree with the approved JD, you may appeal the approved JD under the Corps of Engineers Administrative 
Appeal Process by completing Section II of this form and sending the form to the division engineer. This form must be received 
by the division engineer within 60 days of the date of this notice. 


E: PRELIMINARY JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION: You do not need to respond to the Corps 
Regarding the preliminary JD. The Preliminary JD is not appealable. If you wish, you may request an 
approved JD (which may be appealed), by contacting the Corps district for further instruction. Also you may 
provide new information for further consideration by the Corps to reevaluate the JD. 
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REASONS FOR APPEAL OR ORJF.C f IONS, (upsrribc vonr reasons for appealing me decision or your objections ;o an | 
initial proffered permit in clear concise statements. You may attach additional information to this fomi to clarify where your reasons | 
or objections are addressed in the administrative record.) F 


ADDITIONAL INFORMATION: The appeal is limited to a review of the administrative record, the Corps memorandum for the 
record of the appeal conference or meeting, and any supplemental information that the review officer has determined is needed to 
clarify the administrative record. Neither the appellant nor the Corps may add new information or analyses to the record. However, 
you may provide additional information to clarify the location of information that is already in the administrative record._ 




If you have questions regarding this decision and/or the appeal 
process you may contact: 

Edward A. Wylie, South Section, Regulatory Branch 

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, San Francisco District 

333 Market Street, San Francisco, CA 94105-2197 

Tel.: (415)977-8464 Fax: (415)977-8343 

If you only have questions regarding the appeal process you may 
also contact: 

Douglas R. Pomeroy, Appeal Review Officer 

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, South Pacific Division 

333 Market Street, San Francisco, CA 94105-2195 

TeL: (415)977-8035 Fax: (415)977-8047 

RIGHT OF ENTRY: Your signature below grants the right of entry to Corps of Engineers personnel, and any government 
consultants, to conduct investigations of the project site during the course of the appeal process. You will be provided a 15 day 
notice of any site investigation, and will have the opportunity to participate in all site investigations. 





Telephone number: 
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Form within sixty (60) days of the date of the second transmittal letter, or you will forfeit 
your right to pursue an appeal. 

If you fail to sign and return both copies of this permit or fail to request a modification of 
the permit within sixty (60) days from the date of this letter, your permit application may be 
withdrawn pursuant to our regulations at 33 CFR Part 325.2(d)(5). 

Should you have any questions regarding this matter, please call Bob Smith of our 
Regulatory Branch at 415-977-8450. Please address all correspondence to the Regulatory Branch 
and refer to the file number at the head of this letter. 


Sincerely, 



fmick 

Lieutenant Colonel, Corps of Engineers 
District Engineer 


Enclosures 



DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY PERMIT 


Permittee: Santa Clara Valley Water District 

Permit No.: 24897S 

Issuing Office: San Francisco District 

NOTE. The term “you” and its derivatives, as used in this permit, means the permittee or any future transferee. The term 
“this office” refers to the appropriate district or division office of the Corps of Engineers having jurisdiction over the 
permitted activity or the appropriate official of that office acting under the authority of the commanding officer. 

You are authorized to perform work in accordance with the terms and conditions specified below. 

Project Description: 


You are authorized to discharge fill in 14.23 acres of wetlands and waters of the US 
in accordance with attached table S-1, to construct the Lower Guadalupe River Flood 
Protection Project. All work shall be carried out in accordance with the attached plans and 
drawing labeled: "Lower Guadalupe River Flood Protection Project", in 31 sheets, prepared 
by CH2MHiIl, dated 06/06/02. 


Project Location: 

The project site is located along the Guadalupe River in the Cities of San Jose and Santa Clara, in 
Santa Clara County, California. 


Permit Conditions: 

General Conditions: 

1. The time limit for completing the work authorized ends on May 1. 2008 . If you find that you need more 

time to complete the authorized activity, submit your request for a time extension to this office for consideration at least 
one month before the above date is reached. 

2. You must maintain the activity authorized by this permit in good condition and in conformance with the terms and 
conditions of this permit. You are not relieved of this requirement if you abandon the permitted activity, although you may 
make a good faith transfer to a third party in compliance with General Condition 4 below. Should you wish to cease to 
maintain the authorized activity or should you desire to abandon it without a good faith transfer, you must obtain a modifi¬ 
cation of this permit from this office, which may require restoration of the area. 

3. If you discover any previously unknown historic or archeological remains while accomplishing the activity authorized 
by this permit, you must immediately notify this office of what you have found. We will initiate the Federal and state 
coordination required to determine if the remains warrant a recovery effort or if the site is eligible for listing in the 
National Register of Historic Places. 


EDITION OF SEP 82 IS OBSOLETE 
1 


ENG FORM 1721, Nov 86 


f33 CFR 325 (Appendix A)) 



4. If you sell the property associated with this permit, you must obtain the signature of the new owner in the space 
provided and forward a copy of the permit to this office to validate the transfer of this authorization. 

5. If a conditioned v.'ater quality certification has been issued for your project, you must comply with the conditions 
specified in the certification as special conditions to this permit. For your convenience, a copy of the certification is 
attached if it contains such conditions. 

6. You must allow representatives from this office to inspect the authorized activity at any time deemed necessary to 
ensure that it is being or has been accomplished in accordance with the terms and conditions of your permit. 

Special Conditions: 

1. The permittee shaif comply with the terms and conditions of the Biological Opinionon issued on April 17, 
2003 by the National Marine Fisheries Service pursuant to Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act, and the 
included Essential Fish Habitat (EFH) Conservation recommendations. A copy of the opinion and EFH 

rec0illmcn(irt110ns sre attsciicd. 

2. No work authorized by this permit shall occur in San Francisco Bay Conservation and Development 
Comission (BCDC) jurisdiction until such time as a BCDC permit -has been issued. 

3. Mitigation shall be carried out in accordance with the "Lower Guadalupe River Flood Protection Project 
Mitigation and Monitoring Plan" prepared by Santa Clara Valley Water District, dated .August 7, 2002 and 
subsequent Corps approved revisions. 

(continued on page 4) 

Further Information: 

1. Congressional Authorities: You have been authorized to undertake the activity described above pursuant to: 

(X) Section 10 of the Rivers and Harbors Act of 1899 (33 U.S.C. 403). 

(X) Section404 oftheClean Water Act (33 U.S.C. 1344). 

() Section 103 of the Marine Protection, Research and Sanctuaries Act of 1972 (33 U.S.C. 1413). 

2. Limits of this authorization. 

a. This permit does not obviate the need to obtain other Federal, state, or local authorizations required by law. 

b. This permit does not grant any property rights or exclusive privileges. 

c. This permit does not authorize any injury to the property or rights of oiliers. 

d. This permit does not authorize interference with any existing or proposed Federal project. 

3. Limits of Federal Liability. In issuing this permit, the Federal Government does not assume any liability for the following: 

a. Damages to the permitted project or uses thereof as a result of other permitted or unpermitted activities or from 
natural causes. 

b. Damages to the permitted project or uses thereof as a result of current or future activities undertaken by or on 
behalf of the United States in the public interest. 


c. Damages to persons, property, or to other permitted or unpermitted activities or structures caused by the activity 
authorized by this perm.it. 


d. Design or construction deficiencies associated with the penuitted work. 



e. Damage claims associated with any future modification, suspension, or revocation of this permit. 

4. Reliance on Applicant’s Data: The determination of this office that issuance of this permit is not contrary to 
the public interest was made in reliance on the information you provided. 

5. Reevaluation of Permit Decision. This office may reevaluate its decision on this permit at any time the 
circumstances warrant. Circumstances that could require a reevaluation include, but are not limited to, the follow¬ 
ing: 


a. You fail to comply with the terms and conditions of this permit. 

b. The information provided by you in support of your permit application proves to have been false, incom¬ 
plete, or inaccurate (See 4 above). 

c. Significant new information surfaces which this office did not consider in reaching the original public 
interest decision. 

Such a reevaluation may result in a determination that it is appropriate to use the suspension, modification, and 
revocation procedures contained in 33 CFR 325.7 or enforcement procedures such as those contained in 33 CFR 
326.4 and 326.5. The referenced enforcement procedures provide for the issuance of an administrative order requir¬ 
ing you to comply with the terms and conditions of your permit and for the initiation of legal action where 
appropriate. You will be required to pay for any corrective measures ordered by this office, and if you fail to comply 
with such directive, this office may in certain situations (such as those specified in 33 CFR 209.170) accomplish the 
corrective measures by contract or otherwise and bill you for the cost. 

6. Extensions. General condition 1 establishes a time limit for the completion of the activity authorized by this 
permit. Unless there are circumstances requiring either a prompt completion of the authorized activity or a reevalua¬ 
tion of the public interest decision, the Corps will normally give favorable consideration to a request for an extension 
of this time limit. 

Your signature below, as permittee, indicates that you accept and agree to comply with the terms and conditions of 
this permit. 





(Permittee)' 


(Datdf ^ 



When the structures or work authorized by this permit are still in existence at the time the property is transferred, the terms 
and conditions of this permit will continue to be binding on the new owner(s) of the property. To validate the transfer of 
this permit and the associated liabilities associated with compliance with its terms and conditions, have the transferee sign 
and date below. 


(Transferee) 


(Date) 




jpccifli Conditions (Contiiiu6d)i 


4. The permittee shall comply with the " PROGRAMMATIC AGREEMENT AMONG THE U.S. ARMY CORPS OF 
engineers, the SANTA CLARA VALLEY LV,4TER DISTRICT,THE CALIFORNIA STATE HISTORIC PRESERVA¬ 


TION OFFICER, ANDTHE ADVISORY COUNCIL ON HISTORIC PRESERVATION, REGARDING THE ISSUANCE 
OF A PERMIT UNDER THE AUTHORITY OF SECTION 404 OF THE CLEAN WATER ACT FOR THE SANTA CLARA 
VALLEY WATER DISTRICT LOWER GUADALUPE RIVER FLOOD CONTROL PROJECT" and subsequent ap¬ 
proved revisions. 


ENG FORK! 1721, Nov 86 


EDITION OF SEP 82 IS OBSOLETE 


(33 CFR 375 (Appendix A)) 




Table S-1. Summary of Jurisdictional Areas Affected by the Lower Guadalupe River Flood Protection Project 




Permanent 


Temporary 

Reach 

Construction Activity 

Wetland Other Waters 

Wetland ‘ Other Waters 

A 

Bridge scour protection' 

0.00 

0.00 

0.07 0:64 


Maintenance roads 

0.15 

0.34 



Grade control weirs" 

0.00 

0.00 


B 

Bridge scour protection' 

0.00 

0.00 

0.10 0.33 


Levee improvement 

0.02 

0.01 



Maintenance roads 

0.04 

0.05 



Storm drain 

0.01 

0.01 


C 

Bridge scour protection' 

0.00 

0.00 

0.06 0.32 


Levee improvement 

0.18 

0.00 



Maintenance roads 

0.02 

0.00 



Storm drain 

0.00 

0.01 


D 

Bridge scour protection' 

0.00 

0.00 

0.01 0.17 

E 

Maintenance roads 

0.03 

0.00 

0.01 

F 

Bridge replacement' 

0.00 

0.00 

0.19 


Levee improvement 

0.23 

0.03 



Maintenance roads 

0.15 

0.00 


G 

Bridge replacement' 

0.00 

0.00 , 

0.19 


Levee improvement 

0.10 

0.02 



Maintenance roads 

1.54 

0.00 


Baylands 

Alviso Slough overflow weir 

0.13 

0.00 

2.89 5.28’ 


Armoring of A6 

0.00 

0.00 

0.60’ 


Maintenance Roads 

0.30 

0.00 



TOTAL Acres 

2.90 

0.47 

3.51 7.35 


Hectares 

1.17 

0.19 

1.42 2.97 


' Project effects resulting firom activities associated with bridge scour protection and bridge replacement will result in only a 
temporaiy effect on wetland resources. After construction, the OHWM will remain at pre-construction contours. 

2 Placement of grade control weirs should not result in permanent loss of acreage of waters. 

^ Armoring of levees in salt ponds are considered temporary impacts to other waters and should not result in permanent loss of 
waters. 











Table S-2. Summary of impacts and Mitigation of LGRP and Bayiands of Corps Jurisdictional 
Areas 


Component 

Habitat Type 

Permanent 

(acres) 

Temporary 

(acres)' 

Mitigation for 
Permanent 
Impacts 
(acres)^ 

Mitigation for 
Temporary 
Impacts 
(acres) ^ 

Total 

Mitigation for 
Component 
and Habitat 
Type 


Nontidal Freshwater 
Wetland 

0.42 

0.23 

0.96 

0.46^* 

1.42 


Tidal Freshwater Wetland 

2.05 

0.39 

4.10 

0.39 

■ 4.49 

LGRP 

Others Waters/Open Water 

0.47 

1.47 

1.02 

1.47 

2.49 


Tidal Freshwater Wetland. 

0.43 

2.89 

0.86 

2.89 

3.75 

Bayiands 

Others Waters/Open Water 

0 

5.88^ 

0 

0 

0 

Total 


3.37 

10.86 

6.94 

5.21 

12.15 


^ Temporary' impacts to be mitigated under LGRP include impacts from bridge scour protection, bridge 
replacement, and temporarj' disturbance resulting from construction. 

^ Permanent impacts will be mitigated at 2;1 for aquatic resources and 3;1 for riparian. 

^ Temporary impacts will be mitigated at 1:1. 

Mitigation for temporary impacts on nontidaJ, freshwater wetlands will be mitigated at 2,T to compedsate for out- 
of-kind replacement. 

^ No mitigation is proposed for temporary impacts resulting to salt ponds as part of levee armoring. 
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} -Otlier waters is defined as open water and gravel bars bebveen Airport Parlcway and 
Interstate 880 (Jones & Stokes 2000); as open water and tributary waters between U.S. 
Highway 101 and Airport Parkway (TLT. Harvey 2002); and as other waters between 
UPRR and U.S. Highway 101 (H.T. Harvey 1998). 

2. Impact areas are based on the 30% design submittal prepared by CH2M Hill (August 
2001) and as updated for specific features for the 60% design submittal. 

3. The locations of wetlands and other waters of the U.S. between Airport Parkway and 
Interstate BSO are based on the "Delineation of the Waters of the United Slates For the 
Guadalupe River Project, Doumiown San Jose, Caliromia", (Jones & Stokes 2000). 

4. Tbe locations of wetlands and other waters of llie U.S. between U.S Highway 101 
and Airport are based on the "Lower Guadalupe River (Airport Parkway to U.S. 101) 
Identification of Waters ofthe United Stales" (H.T. Har\'By and Associates 2002). 

5. The locations of wetlands and other waters of the U.S. betw een UPRR and U.S Highway 
101 and Airport are based on the "Lower Guadalupe River Santa Clara, Califotnia, 
Identification of Waters of the United States" {H.T. Han-ey and Associates 1998). 
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Portion of Reach A - Lower Guadalupe River Flood Protection Project 
Impacts from Proposed Project on Wetlands and Waters of the U.S. 










NOTES; 


l.Olher Avalers is defined qs open water and gravel bars between Airport Parkway and 
Interstate 880 (Jones & Stokes 2000); as open water and tributary waters between U.S. 
Highway 101 and Airport Parkway (H.T. Harvey 2002); and as other waters between 
UPRR and U.S. Highway 101 (H.T. Harvey 1998). 

Z Impact areas are based on the lO'i o design submittal prepared by CH2M Hill (August 
2001) and as updated for specific features for the 60% design submiiial. 

3. The locations of wetlands and other waters of the U.S. between Airport Parkway and 
Interstate 880 are based on the "Delineation of the Waters of the United Stales for the 
Guadalupe River Project, Downtown San Jose, Califomia'', (Jones & Stokes 2000). 

4. The locations of wetlands and other waters of Ihe U.S. between U.S Highway 101 
and Airport arc based on the "Lower Guadalupe Ris'er (Airport Parkway to U.S. 101) 
Identification of Waters of the United Slates" (H.T. Harvey and Associates 2002). 

5. Tbe locations of wetlands and other waters of the U.S. between UPRR and U.S Highway 
101 end Airport are based on the "Lower Guadalupe River Santa Clara, Califomia, 
Identification ofWalers of the United Stales" (H.T. Harv-ey and Associates 1998). 
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NOTES; 

1.Other waters is defined as open water and gravel bars between Airport Parkway and 
Inietstaie 880 (Jones & Stokes 2000); as open water and tributary waters between U.S. 
Highway 101 and Airport Parkway (H.T. Harvey 2002); and as other waters between 
UPKR and U.S. Highway 101 (H.T. Harvey 1998). 

2. Impact areas are based on the 30% design submittal prepared by CH2M Htll (August 
2001) and as updated for specific features for the 60% design submittal. 

3. The locations of wetlands and other waters of tlie U.S. between Airport Parkway and 
Interstate 880 are based on the "Delineation of the Waters oftlie United States for the 
Guadalupe River Project, DownlowTi San Jose, California", (Jones & Stoke3-2000). 

4. The locations of wellands and other waters of the U.S. between U.S Highway 101 
and Airport are based on the "Lower Guadalupe River (Airport Parkway loU.S. 101) 
Identification of Waters of the United States" (H.T. Harvey and Associates 2002). 

5. The locations of wellands and other waters of the U.S. between UPRR and U.S Highway 
lOI and Airport are based on the "Lower Guadalupe River Santa Clara, Califoniia, 
identification of Waters of the United States" (H.T. Harvey and Associates 1998). 
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1 .Other waters is defined as open water and gravel bars between Ajqjort Parkway and 
Interstate 880 (Jones & Stokes 2000); as open water and tributary waters between U.S. 
Highway 101 and Airport Parkway (H.T. Harvey 2002); and as other %vaters between 
UPRR and U.S. Highway 101 (H.T. Harvey 1998). 

2. Impact areas are based on the 10% design submittal prepared by CH2M Hill (August 
2001) and as updated for specific features rocthe6Q'’/fl design submittal. 

3. The locations of wetlands and other waters of iheU.S. between Airport Parkway and 
Interstate 880 are based on the ''Delineatioa of the Waters of the United States for the 
Guadalupe River Project, Downtown San Jose, California'*, (Jones & Stokes 2000). 

4. The locations of wetlands and other waters of the U.S. between U.S Highway 101 
and Airport are based on the "Lower Guadalupe River (Airport Parkway to U.S. 101) 
Identification of Waters of the United States" (H.T. Harvey and Associates 2002). 

5. The locations of wetlands and other waters of the U.S. between UPRR and U.S Highway 
101 and Airport are based on the "Lower Guadalupe River Santa Clara, Caltromia, 
Identification ofWaVers of the United Slates" (RT. Harvey and Associates 1998). 
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1 .Other waters is defined as open water and gravel bars between Airport Parkway and 
Interstate 880 (Jan.es &. Stokes 2000); as open water and tributary waters between U.S. 
Highway 101 and Airport Parkway (H.T. Hart'ey 2002); and as other waters between 
UPRRaiid U.S. Highway lOI (H.T. Harvey 1998). 

2. Impact areas are based on the 30% design submittal prepared by CH2M Hill (August 
2001) and as iipdaied fur speci tic features for the 60% design submittal. 

3. The locations of wetlands and other waters of the U.S. between Airport Parkway and 
Interstate 880 are based on the ''Delinealion of the Waters of the United Slates for the 
Guadalupe River Project, Downtown San Jose, California", (Jones & Stokes 2U00). 

4. The locations of wetlands and other waiers of die U-S. between U.S Highway 101 
and Airport are based on the "Lower Guadalupe River (Airport Parkway toU.S. lOI) 
Identification of Waters of the United Stales" (H.T. Harvey and Associates 2002). 

5. Tlie locations of wetlands and other waiers of the U.S. bebveen UPIUl and U.S Highway 
101 and Airport ate based oiiihe Tower Guadalupe Rf\ier Santa Clara, California, 
Ideniification of Waiers of Uie United States" (H.T. Harvey and Associates 1998). 
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT DF COMMERCE 
National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration 

NATIONAL MARINE FISHERIES SERVICE 

Southwest Region 

501 West Ocean Boulevard, Suite 4200 
Long Beach, California 90802- 4213 


APR 1 7 2003 


In reply please refer to 

151422SWR01SR891:ES 


LTC Michael McConnick., District Engineer 
U.S. Department of the Army 
San Francisco District, Corps of Engineers 
333 Market Street 

San Francisco, California, 94105-2197 
Dear Lieutenant Colonel McCormick: 

This document transmits the National Marine Fisheries Service’s (NOAA Fisheries) Biological 
Opinion (Opinion) regarding the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers' (Corps) proposed issuance of a 
permit for the Santa Clara Valley Water District’s (District) constmction and operation of the 
Lower Guadalupe River Flood Protection Project on the Guadalupe River in Santa Clara County, 
California (Corps file #24897S) (Enclosure 1). This Opinion responds to your request of August 
29, 2002, for consultation regarding the effects of the project on threatened Central California 
Coast (CCC) steelhead {Oncorhynchus mykiss, 62 FR 43937), in accordance with section 7 of 
the Endangered Species Act (16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.). The Corps is proposing to authorize the 
project under section 404 of the Clean Water Act and section 10 of the Rivers and Harbors Act of 
1899. 

In addition, this letter transmits NOAA Fisheries’ Essential Fish Habitat (EFH) Conservation 
Recommendations pursuant to section 305(b)4(A) of the Magnuson-Stevens Fisheries 
Conservation and Management Act as amended (16 U.S.C. 1801 et seq.) (Enclosure 2). These 
EFH Conservation Recommendations are based on an analysis of the project on the EFH of 
species federally managed under the Pacific Coast Salmon Fishery Management Plan. 

Endangered Species Act Consultation 

Based on the best available information, NOAA Fisheries has concluded that the proposed 
project construction and operation is not likely to jeopardize the continued existence of CCC 
steelhead. However, NOAA Fisheries has determined that a small number of listed juvenile 
steelhead are likely to be harmed by the construction and operation of the project. The enclosed 
Opinion evaluates these potential impacts. Because NOAA Fisheries anticipates that incidental 
take will occur, an Incidental Take Statement is attached to the Opinion. 



The Incidental Take Statement 


includes seveiHi Reasonable and Prudei. 


t Measures to minimize 


the impact of the anticipated incidental take of listed steelhead resulting from construction and 
operation activities. 


Essential Fish Habitat Consultation 

NOAA Fisheries concludes that the Lower Guadalupe River Flood Protection Project will 


in 


adversely affect the EFH of various life stages of Pacific Coast salmon. As a result oi ir 
adverse effects, NOAA Fisheries is required to provide EFH Conser/ation Recommendations. 
All of the Reasonable and Prudent Measures and certain of the terms and conditions contained in 
the Incidental Take Statement of the enclosed Opinion for listed CCC steelhead are applicable to 


ific Coast Salmon EJr'H and are therefore incoipoiated as EnH L^onsei v’atiou 


KecouimendatiOns. /vdditional 
EFH are also included. 
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Please note that as lead Federal agency, the Corps is required to provide a detailed written 
response, to the EFH Consen/ation R-ecommendations provided by NOAA Fisheries within 30 
days (Magnuson-Stevens Act (§305(b)(4)(B) and 50 CFR 600.920 (k)). The response must 
include a description of measures adopted by the Corps for avoiding, mitigating, or offsetting the 
impact of the project on EFH. In the case of a response that is inconsistent with the EFH 
Recommendations, the response must explain the reasons for not following the 
recommendations, including a scientific justification for any disagreement with the agency over 
the anticipated effects of the proposed action and the measures needed to'avoid, mitigate, or 
offset such effects. 

If you have questions regarding this consultation or the enclosed Opinion, please contact Erik 
Schmidt at 707-575-6083. 


Sincerely, 



Rodney R. Mclnnis 

AfT T? orrt Cl 1 Ar\T 

AVWgj WAACli. ZXULjLjLJJULiJ.O bi CXLWi. 


/n\ 


Jim Lecky, NlvfFS-Long Beach 

A r'T\T:T2 r'_.„ 

Paul Amato, SFBRWQCB 

Dennis Cheong, Santa Clara Valley Water District 
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BIOLOGICAL OPINION 


On the Lower Guadalupe River Flood Protection Project 
in Santa Clara County, California 


Lead Agency: U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 

Activity: Lower Guadalupe River Flood Protection Project 

Consultation Conducted by: National Marine Fisheries Service, Southwest Region 

Date Issued: 
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INTRODUCTION AND CONSULTATION HISTORY 


This document transmits the National Marine Fisheries Service’s (NOAA Fisheries) biological 
opinion for the Santa Clara Valley Water District’s (District) Lower Guadalupe River Flood 
Protection project (LGRP). 

This biological opinion is based primarily on information provided in the following documents: 

1. Corps public notice #248978, September 6, 2002. 

2. Final Biological Assessment of Steelhead and Chinook Salmon for the Lower 
Guadalupe Flood Protection Project, prepared by Jones and Stokes, June 2002. 

3. Engineer’s Report, Lower Guadalupe River Planning Study, prepared by Santa 
Clara Valley Water District, June 6, 2002. 

4. Final Environmental Impact Report, prepared by Santa Clara Valley Water 
District, June 6, 2002. 

5. Draft Lower Guadalupe River Flood Protection Project Mitigation and Monitoring 
Plan, June 14, 2002. 

The proposed LGRP was preceded by two other flood control projects on the Guadalupe River, 
both of which involved Endangered Species Act (ESA) section 7 consultations with the Corps of 
Engineers (Corps). On April 18, 2000, NOAA Fisheries concluded consultation and issued a 
biological opinion to the Corps for the Upper Guadalupe River Flood Control project, and on 
August 11, 2000, consultation was concluded and a biological opinion issued to the Corps for the 
Guadalupe River project (Downtown). The District presented its plans and schedule for the 
LGRP to NOAA Fisheries on May 18, 2001, and issued a Draft Environmental Impact Report 
(DEIR) and Draft Engineer’s Report in August 2001. NOAA Fisheries provided written 
comments on the DEIR to the District on October 12, 2001, and joined other regulatory and 
resource management agencies at a site visit and briefing on the LGRP’s environmental planning 
status on December 19, 200.1. The District hosted a second interagency review of the LGRP’s 
environmental planning status on March 4, 2002, and distributed an administrative draft of the 
Final EIR (FEIR) for agency review on April 24, 2002. NOAA Fisheries provided written 
comments to the District on this document on May 21, 2002, primarily concerning construction 
timing, herbicide use, possible levee setbacks and monitoring. NOAA Fisheries staff joined 
District staff and consultants for a phone conference regarding these written comments on June 5, 
2002 . 

The following day, June 6, 2002, the District issued its FEIR and final Engineer’s Report, 
followed by issuance of the draft LGRP Mitigation and Monitoring Plan (MMP) on June 14, 

2002, and the final Biological Assessment (BA) of Steelhead and Chinook Salmon for the LGRP 
on June 28, 2002. NOAA Fisheries provided written comments to the District on the draft MMP 
on July 19, 2002, concerning monitoring of the Alviso weir, herbicide use and sediment removal 
overflow channels. NOAA Fisheries staff joined District staff and consultants for a phone 
conference concerning these comments on July 25, 2002. Written comments on the final BA 
were provided by NO/uA Fisheries to the District on August 21, 2002, and a phone conference 
was held concerning those comments on September 9, 2002. 


1 



On August 29, 2002, the Corps initiated formal consultation for the LGRP with NOAA 
Fisheries. Through interagency coordination during the first three quarters of 2002 and early 
2003, the information needed to proceed v/ith this consultation was provided to NOAA Fisheries, 
or was otherwise accessible for consideration and reference. A complete administrative record of 
this consultation is on file in the NOAA Fisheries Santa Rosa Office, Santa Rosa, California. 


desckiptiun of Proposed action 

The Corps proposes to permit the District to complete a variety of flood protection activities 
alon,£; tile lower d.O miies ot the ouadaiiipe River, m Nanta oiara oouuTy, v,anTomia, ine v^orns 
is proposing to permit this work under Section 404 of the Clean Water Act and section 10 of the 
Rivers and Harbors Act of 1899. Work is scheduled to occur from 2002 to 2005 (District 
2002a), "Work within the Guadaluoe River channel is scheduled to begin in the summer of 2003. 


High flood flows occurred on the Guadalupe Eiver in 1955, 1958, 1980, 1982, 1986, 1995 and 
1998. The combination of high flow events with historic and ongoing urban development of the 
natural floodplain has resulted in recurring flood damage to an area of up to 5,200 acres in the 
Cities or San Jose and Santa v^lara, ine corniruiniiy of/viv^iso and the Alviso Slough salt ponds. 
In 1963, the lower Guadalupe River channel was straightened and confined within levees by the 
District, with a design flood capacity of 12,000 cubic feet per second (cfs). In 1983, additional 
flood control modifications were made to the lower Guadalupe River by the Corps, increasing 
the flood conveyance capacity to 17,000 cfs. However, flooding continued to occur. Hydraulic 
analysis of storm events on the river in January and March 1995 (20-year and 35-year flood 
events, respectively) show'ed that the 1983 design capacity had been significantly reduced by 
sediment deposition and vegetation growth (District 2002b). To address the ongoing flooding 
threat and provide protection from future high water events expected to occur on the full length 
of the Guadalupe River, the District and the Corps planned a series of three contiguous flood 
control projects: the Upper Guadalupe project and Downtown Guadalupe project, both of which 
are already under construction, and the LGRP. 


In 19y2, the District signed an agieemcnt witn the Coips under which the DishiCt will restore the 
Lower Guadalupe River’s 1983 flood control design flow and meet the design flood capacity of 
the Corps’ Downtown Guadalupe project upon the Downtown project’s scheduled completion in 
2004. Construction and regular mamtenance of the proposed LGRP will achieve the flood 
capacity of 18,350 cfs required by the District’s agreement with the Corps, providing protection 
from a 100-year storm event on the Guadalupe River. 


The proposed LGRP project will modify previous flood control projects initiated on the 
Guadalupe River in 1982 and 1995, in order to provide flood protection for urbanized and other 
developed areas along 6.5 miles of the river from 1-880 downstream to the Aiviso Slough 
Baylands. The project is designed .to achieve a flood conveyance capacit}-' of 18,350 cfs through 
a combination of improved levees and floodv/alls, sediment and vegetation removal, streambank 
stabilization, replacement of the Highway 237 bridge, construction of a weir to operate during 
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flood events at Alviso Slough, installation of grade control structures, and other measures. For 
project planning purposes, the District has divided the LGRP into eight reaches. The following 
work is proposed in these reaches (upstream to downstream): 

Reach A: I-88Q to Highway 101 

Modification of the Guadalupe River streambank and removal of riparian vegetation will occur 
approximately 300 feet upstream and downstream of the 1-880 bridge overcrossing. Excluding 
existing riparian mitigation planting areas managed by the Corps and California Department of 
Transportation (Caltrans) and a 15-foot riparian buffer on each side of the low-flow channel, 
sediment and riparian vegetation will be removed from the channel on a continuing basis. Up to 
six grade-control structures (vortex rock weirs) will be constructed in the low-flow channel 
downstream of 1-880. Construction of each grade-control structure will require cofferdams and 
dewatering of the work area. An additional grade-control weir is proposed to be built at the 
Highway 101 bridge. Floodwalls 1.8 feet in height and 98 feet in length on the west bank and 79 
feet in length on the east bank will be constructed upstream of Highway 101. An existing 
maintenance road on the west bank will be widened to 18 feet, with underpasses constructed at 
the Skyport Drive, Airport Parkway and Fiighway 101 bridges. The east bank will be excavated 
at a 2:1 slope to create an 18 foot access road on the bank top, with underpasses constructed at 
the Airport Parkway and Highway 101 bridges. Armoring to provide protection from scour will 
be installed on the stream banks under the Highway 101, Airport Island, Airport Parkway and 
Skyport Drive bridges. Armoring methods will consist of rock slope protection, vegetated to the 
fullest extent practical, keyed into the stream channel bottom and extending up the bank to the 
25-year flood level or greater. Wire mesh gabion baskets, if necessary, will be used only above 
this level with the exception of approximately 25 linear meters at the Airport Parkway bridge and 
five linear meters at the Highway 101 bridge. At these two sites for a total length of 30 linear 
meters, gabions will be installed between the 25-year flood level and the ordinary high water 
mark. 

Reach B: Highway 101 to Trimble Road 

Levees on both banks will be widened to 18 feet and raised approximately one foot in several 
locations, with underpasses constructed at the Trimble Road bridge. Excluding a 19.7-foot 
riparian buffer on each side of the low-flow channel, sediment and riparian vegetation will be 
removed from the channel on a continuing basis. Approximately 820 feet of bank on both sides 
of the channel will be armored to provide protection from scour. Rock rip rap extending 
approximately 394 feet will be placed above and below maintenance ramps on both banks 
upstream of Trimble Road. Approximately 508 feet of rock rip rap and 423 feet of concrete 
paving will be placed on the east bank downstream of Highway 101 while 262 feet of rock rip 
rap and 105 feet of concrete paving will be placed on the west bank dovmstream of Highway 
101. A grade-control structure will be constructed at the Trimble Road bridge, and armoring 
installed on the stream banks under the bridge. Five outfalls will be protected with rock rip rap. 
Approximately 355 feet of riparian mitigation planting will be completed along the west bank. 

Reach C: Trimble Road to Montague Expressway 

Levees on both banks will be raised approximately 1 :6 feet. Access roads on both banks will be 
widened to 18 feet, with an underpass constructed at Montague Expressway. Excluding a 19.7- 
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foot low-flow riparian buffer on each side of the low-flow channel, sediment and mature riparian 
vegetation will be removed on a continuing basis from a 100-foot wide section of the channel. A 
grade-control structure will be constructed at the Montague Expressway bridge, and armoring 
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Reach D: Montague Expressway to HetchHetchv Aqueduct 

Levees on both banks will be raised by approximately 2.3 feet. Access roads on both banks will 
be widened to 18 feet and two access ramps reconstructed downstream of Montague Expressway. 
Outside a 50- to 75-fbot riparian buffer on each side of the low-flow channel, vegetation will be 
removed on a continuing basis and two, 35-foot overflow channels excavated to remove 
accumulated sediment. Tliree stormwater outfalls will be modified and two protected with rock 
rip rap. 


Reach E: Hetch Hetchv Aqueduct to Tasman Drive 
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be widened to 18 feet. Outside a 50- to 75-foot riparian buffer on each side of the low-flow 
channel, vegetation will be removed on a continuing basis and two, 35-foot overfxow channels 
excavated to remove accumulated sediment. One outfall will be protected with rock rip rap. 


Reach F: Tasman Drive to Highway 237 

Levees on both banks will be raised by approximately 2.3 feet. Floodwalls approximately 2.6 to 
3.3 feet in height will be constructed along approximately 2,000 feet of this reach upstream from 
Highway 237. Outside a 19.7-foot riparian buffer on each side of the low-flow channel, 
vegetation will be removed on a continuing basis. Three outfalls will be protected with rock rip 
rap. 


The existing eastbound Highv/ay 237 bridge will be demolished and replaced to match the 
existing westbound bridge height and profile. New bridge piers will be placed in the same 
location as existing piers. Temporary cofferdams and access roads will be required to facilitate 
constraction of the piers and bridge. 
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Floodwalls approximately 3.9 feet in height will be constructed along 3,280 feet of this reach on 
the east bank and along 1,968 feet on the west bank. Outside a 19.7-foot riparian buffer on each 
side of the low-flow channel, vegetation will be removed on a continuing basis and sediment 
dredged to a depth of approximately 3.2 feet from a 37-foot wide area on each side of the 
cliannel. Access roads on both banks will be widened to 18 feet. Three new maintenance roads 
21 feet in width, one on the west bank upstream of Gold Street and two on the east bank 
upstream and dowmstream of Gold Street, will be constructed. Three storm water outfalls will be 
protected with rock rip rap. 


Aiviso Bavlands 

An overflow w^eir approximately 1,000 feet in length, 50 feet in width and 10.3 to 13.8 feet in 
height will be constructed at a low spot in the levee dividing the Guadalupe River from an 
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existing salt production-ponds (planned for interim and long-term habitat management and 
restoration by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service) in the Alviso Baylands area. The weir is 
designed to begin to pass water over the top into the salt pond at flows of 6,800 cfs (roughly a 
five-year flood event). By removing flows in excess of 6,800 cfaat the weir, floodwaters should 
not overtop the levee at other locations. By managing floodwaters at the weir, the project is 
designed to avoid potential levee failure and relieve potential flooding in the community of 
Alviso directly across the channel from the planned weir site. Floodwaters flowing over the weir 
will be deposited initially into pond A8W and will eventually flow into ponds A5, A6, A7 and 
A8D. 

At ponds A5, A6, A7, A8W and A8D floodwaters will be removed with 50 cfs pumps in order to 
draw down raised pond depths to pre-flood conditions. Additional pumping may occur at ponds 
A6 and A8D to meet specific habitat management goals^at those sites. Reinforcement of the 
existing weir separating ponds A5 and A7 from A6 is also proposed, with articulated concrete 
mats installed to prevent levee overtopping and potential failure during high water events. 

On the east bank of Alviso Slough, across from the weir location (Union Pacific railroad bridge 
to the planned Santa Clara County Marina entrance), the levee will be raised by up to 2.3 feet. 

On the east side of the channel, outside a 20-foot riparian buffer on each side of the low-flow 
channel, vegetation will be removed rnechanically and with herbicides for approximately 738 
feet downstream from the Union Pacific railroad bridge. Sediment approximately 3.3 feet in 
depth will be dredged from the channel in this same area. 

Vegetation and sediment removal summary for all reaches 

Sediment will be removed periodically in Reaches B through G and in the Alviso Slough area 
using shallow dredging methods. A total of 15,000 to 17,000 tons of sediment, up to a depth of 
approximately 3.3 feet, is proposed for removal each year. In addition to sediment removal, 
vegetation will be removed throughout all project reaches to achieve and maintain the desired 
chaimel capacity. The areal extent of vegetation that will be affected imder this program is as 
follows: 4.13 acres of riparian vegetation outside the proposed low-flow buffer zones; 46.62 
acres of wetland vegetation and other waters of the U.S.; 73.72 acres of mderal vegetation; and 
104 linear feet of shaded riparian aquatic vegetation (District 2002a). Under the proposed 
project, the District will attempt to balance its flood conveyance goals, which require vegetation 
removal, with the desire to maintain and enhance ecological functions and values in the lower 
Guadalupe River (District 2002d). 

Woody and herbaceous vegetation will be removed or cut to a height of less than one foot from 
all reaches during the summer and fall months, using a combination of mechanical cutting and 
spraying with the herbicide Aquamaster. 

Measures to minimize and mitigate constmction impacts 

The project proposal includes a number of measures to protect environmental quality and/or 
reduce environmental impacts from flood protection activities, and that avoid and minimize 
constmction-related impacts. The following measures- are specific to the protection of steelhead, 
steelhead habitat, and water quality: 
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In order to avoid the primary migration and spawning periods of steelhead, all 
work below the top of bank (“in-channel constraction”) will occur between May 1 
and October 15. Since outinigrating juvenile steelhead may still be present in the 
river during the initial part of this work window, construction activity can proceed 
in the month of May only if average daily stream temperatures at a location to be 
approved of by NOAA Fisheries have exceeded 68 °F for at least five consecutive 
days. Any construction that does occur prior to June 1 will not involve 
dewatering, flow diversion, or work within the wetted stream. Cofferdam 
constniction associated with in-channel work occurring between September i and 
October 15 will provide uninterrupted upstream passage around construction sites 
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requirements will be coordinated with NOAA. Fisheries and the California 


Department of Fish and Game (DFG). Revegetation v/ork is not confined to the 


May 1-October 15 work window. 


The District will implement a Construction Area Fish Management Program to 
protect steelhead and steelhead habitat during stream diversion and dewatering 
activities. As part of this program, a qualified fisheries biologist shall survey each 
project reach for steelhead presence prior to the start of the diversion and 
dewatering process. Flow diversion at sites to be dewatered will begin at the 
upstream cofferdam and proceed incrementally in order to allow fish in the 
affected area to move downstream. Sufficient gravity flow will be maintained 
through bypass charinels, culverts or siphons to allow unimpeded downstream 
passage of juvenile steelhead, including smolts. Adequate fish passage conditions 


avoiding the creation of vertical drops in exc 
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maintaining contiguous flows and water velocities no greater than eight feet per 
second and water depths no-less than one foot. Where gravity flow is not 
possible, pumps used for diversion will he screened to meet NOAA Fisheries’ 
Fish Screen Criteria for Anadromous Salmonids, and operated only between June 
15 and September 1. 


Fish and other aquatic vertebrates will be collected fi'om the area being dewatered 
and relocated to a safe location above or below the work site. If necessary, 
steelhead will be captured and relocated fromi the work site to a flowing segment 
of the river nearby. Protocol for capture and release of steelhead will be 
developed in cooperation with NOAA Fisheries and DFG. Both agencies will be 
notified immediately if any salmonids are found or caused to be injured or killed 
(except for spawned-out adult chinook salmon). 


3. A riparian vegetation buffer varying fi'om 15 to 75 feet in width will be preserved 
along each side of the stream’s low-flow channel in all reaches of the project. 

This buffer is intended to protect habitat values for salmonids including shade and 
cover from predators and to filter sediment that affects water quality. Within and 
between the buffer areas, neither vegetation nor sediment will be removed at any 
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time during project construction or maintenance except for the removal of exotic 
vegetation. 

4. Contractors shall be required to develop and implement the following plans: a 
Vegetation Protection Plan to protect vegetation during construction and replace it 
if necessary; a Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan as part of the National 
Pollution Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) General Construction Activity 
Storm Water Permit to minimize the potential for sediment input to the aquatic 
system and protect water quality and downstream habitats during and after 
construction; and a Toxic Materials Control and Spill Response Plan to regulate 
the .use of hazardous materials, such as petroleum-based products used as fuel and 
lubricants for equipment as well as other potentially toxic materials associated 
with project construction. 

5. Heavy equipment shall operate only within dewatered areas or outside the low- 
flow riparian vegetation buffer zone and the wetted channel. 

6. District Best Management Practices (BMPs) will be fully implemented during 
construction activities, and include the following areas: scheduling, temporary 
stream crossings, preserving existing vegetation, dust control, construction road 
stabilization, stabilized construction entrances, and temporary drains and swales. 

To compensate for the loss of riparian and wetland vegetation due to construction activities and 
vegetation and sediment management, the District will implement a mitigation program that 
takes into account the quality and type of habitat affected. This program will be coordinated 
with mitigation performed under the District’s Stream Maintenance Program (SMP) and 
mitigation performed by the Corps and Caltrans as part of other construction projects (District 
2002d)., The mitigation plan will identify the location, quantity, size and type of mitigation 
planting areas; installation and maintenance techniques; and monitoring and reporting 
requirements. 

Specifically, LGRP impacts to 46.62 acres of tidal and non-tidal wetland vegetation from levee 
construction and sediment and vegetation removal will be mitigated off site and out of kind, at a 
2:1 ratio, in the District-oAvned pond A4, a 300-acre site to the south of Alviso Slough. 
Implementation is expected to begin in 2007. LGRP impacts to 4.13 acres of riparian vegetation 
from levee construction and sediment and vegetation removal will be mitigated on and off site 
and in kind, at a 3:1 ratio, in the channel bottom of Reaches A, B and C, and in the.levee setback 
area of Reach B. Streamside mitigation in these areas would increase the functions and values of 
the existing habitat for aquatic species by providing overhead and instream SRA cover, and by 
improving the continuity of riparian habitat between the lower reaches of the Guadalupe River 
(Reaches C through G) and proposed mitigation areas associated with other flood protection 
projects further upstream on the Guadalupe River and on Guadalupe Creek. 

Action area 

The LGRP is located on the lowermost portion of the Guadalupe River in Santa Clara County, 
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California, For the purposes of this consultation, the action area encompasses the lower 
Guadalupe River and its associated riparian corridor extending to the right of way at the outside 
of each bank top, from the 1-880 crossing to the mouth of the river at San Francisco Bay. The 
action area includes Alviso Slough and ail adjacent salt ponds affected by operation of the 
LGRP. 


STATUS OF THE SPECIES 


This biological opinion analyzes the effects of the LGRP on threatened CCC steelhead. The 
action area does not include any designated critical habitat for listed anadromous salmonids, 
itical habitat will not be further considered in this opinion. 


therefore, cr 


A. Listing Status 

Central California Coast steeihead {Oncorhynchus mykiss) are listed as threatened under the 
ESA (August 18, 1997, 62 FR 43937). This ESU includes steelhead in coastal California 
streams from the Russian River to Aptos Creek, and the drainages of San Pablo and San 
Francisco bays. 

B. Life history and bioiogical requirements 

Oncorhynchus mykiss exhibits one of the most complex suites of life history traits of any 
salmonid species (NMFS 1997a). As anadromous steelhead, juveniles of the species migrate 
from fresh water to the ocean and adults return to fresh water to spawn. Only the anadromous 
forms of CCC steelhead are listed as a threatened species. As rainbow trout, the species resides 
in fresh water throughout its lifetime. Typically, juvenile steelhead will spend one to three years 
rearing in fresh water before migrating to the ocean (Busby et al. 1996). Most steelhead will 
then spend two to three years in the ocean before returning to their natal streams to spavm. In 
contrast to other species of the Oncorhynchus genus, steelhead may spawn more than once before 
dying. 


Winter steelhead enter rivers and streams in the late fall and winter months, when higher flows 


and associated low^er water temperatures occur. Spawming take 
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il, peaking in January and Febmary (Fukushima and Lesh 1998). Steelhead spawn in cool, 


clear streams featuring suitable -vater depth, gravel size, and current velocity. Intermittent 
streams may be used for spawning (Everest 1973; Barnhart 1986). The length of the incubation 
period for steelhead eggs 
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Fry emerge from the gravel, and rear along the stream margins, moving gradually into pools and 
riffles as they grow larger. Older fry establish and defend territories. The period of highest 
mortality for juvenile anadromous salmonids usually occurs in the first few months when newly 
emerged fry establish territories and the population achieves equilibrium with carrying capacity 
(Murphy and-Meehan 1991). In-stream cover such as water depth and turbulence, overhanging 
riparian vegetation, undercut banks, woody debris, large-particle substrates and aquatic 
vegetation has been correlated with fish distribution and abundance (Bjomn and Reiser 1991), 
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In general, diverse stream habitats consisting of shallow riffles and pools with well-developed 
cover are important factors to maintaining optimal steelhead habitat (Leidy 2000b). 

Environmental variables including water temperature, dissolved oxygen levels, and suspended 
and deposited fine sediments have important physiological and behavioral effects on steelhead 
during the freshwater rearing period. In many streams of the Central California coast, water 
temperatures during the summer rearing phase may be limiting for steelhead. Bjomn and Reiser 
(1991) report optimal temperatures for steelhead rearing range from 54°F to 64°F and an upper 
lethal temperature of approximately 77°F. Due to the need for cool temperatures, food supplies, 
relatively low turbidity and adequate dissolved oxygen levels, baseflows during summer and 
early fall are crucial to steelhead rearing success. In California, juveniles usually live in 
freshwater for two years (Barnhart 1986) - with a range of one to three years (Shapavalov and 
Taft 1954) - then smolt and migrate to the sea. 

Most downstream smolt migration takes place between Febmary and June. Fukushima and Lesh 
(1998) report the peak timing of steelhead smolt outmigration in Central California occurs in 
March, April and May, while Barnhart (1986) reports most steelhead smolts in California enter 
the sea in March and April. In creeks where the temperatures are higher and flow conditions 
lower, the duration of the smolt migration season may be compressed into a shorter period (Bill 
Cox, California Department of Fish arid Game, pers. comm., October 2000). Smolt size varies 
both armually and according to age (Shapavalov and Taft 1954), and is typically in the range of 
130-250 mm (Moyle 1976); smolts that attain a relatively large size (150-250 mm) before 
migrating are less vulnerable to predation in the ocean (Meehan and Bjomn 1991). 

C. Population trends 

In the mid-1960s, 94,000 adult steelhead were estimated to spawn in the rivers of this ESU, 
including 50,000 fish in the Russian River and 19,000 fish in the San Lorenzo River (Busby et 
al. 1996). The Russian River, the largest watershed in the ESU, once boasted steelhead runs 
ranked as the third largest in California behind only the Klamath and Sacramento rivers. 
Difficulties in assessing current run sizes in both rivers include the inability to distinguish the 
relative proportions of hatchery and wild fish. Based on the best data available NOAA Fisheries 
has estimated that Russian River steelhead currently number about 7,000 fish, including hatchery 
fish which are currently not considered part of the listed population (Busby et al. 1996, NMFS 
1997b). San Lorenzo River steelhead are thought to number approximately 1,000 to 2,500 fish 
(Alley 2000), including hatchery fish, which are considered part of the listed population in this 
river. These estimates suggest that total abundance in these two rivers has declined to less than 
15 percent of their abundance in the 1960s. 

Recent estimates for several other streams (Lagrmitas. Creek, Waddell Creek, Scott Creek, San 
Vincente Creek, Soquel Creek, and Aptos Creek) indicate individual mn sizes of 500 fish or less. 
Steelhead in most tributaries to San Francisco and San Pablo bays have been virtually extirpated 
(McEwan and Jackson 1996). Fair to good runs of steelhead occur in coastal Marin County 
tributaries. In a 1994 to 1997 survey of 30 San Francisco Bay watersheds, steelhead occurred in 
small numbers at 41 percent of the sites, including the Guadalupe River, San Lorenzo Creek, and 
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Corte Madera-Creek (Leidy 1997). Presence/absence data available since the proposed listing 
show that in a subset of streams sampled in the central California coast region, most contain 
steelhead. While there is uncertainty as to whether the steelhead obser/ed were hatchery or wild 
fish, NMFS believes it is generally a positive indicator that there is a relatively broad distribution 
of steelhead in smaller streams throughout the ESU (NMFS 1997b). 


Little information is available regarding the contribution of hatchery-produced fish to natural 
spawning of steelhead, and little information on present run sizes or trends for this ESU exists. 
However, given the substantial rates of declines for stocks where data do exist, the most recent 


status review update concluded that this iiSU is likely to become endangered in the foreseeable 
future (MvIFS 1997a). Additional historical and recent published steelhead abundance are 
summarized in NOA_A ristieries west coast steeinead status review (Busby et al. 1996) and 
status reviev/ undate fNMFS 1997a). 


ENVIRONMENTAL BASELINE 


The environmental baseline is an analysis of the effects of past and ongoing human and natural 
factors leading to the current status of the species, its habitat, and the ecosystem in the action 
area. The environmental baseline includes the past and present impacts of all federal, state, or 
private actions and other human activities in the action area, the anticipated impacts of all 
proposed Federal projects in the action area that have already undergone formal or early section 7 
consultation, and the impact of State or private actions which are contemporaneous with the 
consultation in process (50 CFR §402.02). The environmental baseline establishes the base 
condition for the natural resources, human usage, and species status in the action area which is- 
used to evaluate the effects of the proposed action. 

A. Environmental setting in the action area 


The Guadalupe River basin is located at the southernmost end of San Francisco Bay, bounded by 
the Diablo Range to the east and the Santa Cruz Mounta in s to the west. The climate of the 
region is Mediterranean, with over 90 percent of annual precipitation occurring between 
November and April. The Guadalupe watershed is the second largest in the Santa Clara Basin, 
and drains an area of approximately 260 square miles, from the eastern ridgeline of the Santa 
Cruz Mountains to San Francisco Bay. Beginning where the confluence of Guadalupe and 
Alamitos Creeks forms Almaden Lake, the Guadalupe River flows north approximately 14 miles 
through urbanized portions of San Jose and Santa Clara, eventually discharging into the Bay 
through Alviso Slough. The Guadalupe River receives runoff from a steep upper watershed of 
forests and grasslands, and an urban valley area of inisnsivc residential, commercial and 
industrial uses. Tidal influence extends from the Bay to Montague Expressway between Reaches 
C and D. Since 1963, the full length of the river’s mainstem and much of the tributary reaches 
has been channelized, straightened, armored and/or confined between levees constmcted for 
flood control purposes. 
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B. Status of steelhead in the action area 


Very little information about the historical or current abundance of steelhead in the Guadalupe 
River system is available. Snyder (1905) documented steelhead in the Guadalupe River, and 
Skinner (1962) also reported runs of steelhead in the river, though he noted them to be in decline 
following construction of three major dams on the Guadalupe River system. Leidy (2000a) 
conducted the most extensive survey of steelhead and other fish in streams of the San Francisco 
Bay to date, and he captured juvenile steelhead in several Guadalupe River locations upstream of 
the action area. From 1997 through 2000, the District operated fish traps in the main watersheds 
of the Santa Clara Basin that currently support steelhead, including the Guadalupe River (Entrix 
2000). Trapping efforts have been brief and hmited, but the District did find steelhead adults 
migrating upstream in the Guadalupe River in 1998, and a small number of smolts migrating 
downstream in 1998 and 1999 (Entrix 2000). 

The action area in the lower Guadalupe River is primarily a migratory pathway for adult and 
juvenile CCC steelhead traveling between the ocean and upstream spawning and rearing habitat. 
In the action area, habitat conditions are poor for summer rearing due high water temperatures, 
highly embedded substrate, and lack of habitat complexity. Immediately upstream of the action 
area in the Guadalupe River, fish were captured and relocated from several hundred linear feet of 
the stream during the summers of 200,1 and 2002 for construction of the Downtown Flood 
Control Project. No steelhead were observed or captured in this reach of the Guadalupe River 
during the summer period. However, in the late summer of 1997, juvenile steelhead were 
observed in the LGRP action area immediately following a moderate rainfall event (Jones and 
Stokes 1997). This was believed to have been an unusual event due to an unseasonable storm 
that washed small steelhead downstream fi'om rearing habitat in upstream tributaries. In general, 
evidence suggests that steelhead spawn or rear in the upper Guadalupe River watershed and the 
LGRP action area is primarily a migration corridor. 

C. Factors Affecting Environment Within the Action Area 

The factors presenting risks to naturally reproducing CCC steelhead are numerous and varied. A 
number of documents have addressed the history of human activities, current environmental 
conditions, and factors contributing to the decline of steelhead listed under the ESA. For 
example, NOAA Fisheries has prepared a range-wide status review for west coast steelhead 
(Busby et al. 1996). Additional information is available in Federal Register notices announcing 
steelhead listing proposals and determinations (August 9, 1996, 61 FR 41541; August 18, 1997, 
62 FR 43937; March 19, 1998, 63 FR 13347; February 9,1999, 64 FR 5740; February 16, 2000, 
65 FR 7764). The July 2000 Programmatic Environmental Impact Statement/Report for the 
CALFED Bay-Delta Program (CALFED 2000) and the October 1999 Programmatic 
Environmental Impact Statement for the Central Valley Project Improvement Act (DOI 1999) 
provide excellent summaries of historical and recent environmental conditions for steelhead in 
the Central Valley, Delta, and San Francisco Bay. 

The technology industry in the Silicon Valley region - an area once devoted almost exclusively 
to agriculture - has stimulated intense population growth and urban development. Since 1940, 
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human population and urbanization has increased dramatically in Santa Clara County'. Steelhead 
habitat in the action area is affected by a broad range of activities, including flood control; road, 
highway and bridge construction; residential development; water development; and other types 
of commercial urbanization of the watershed. In particular, changes to instream flow quantities 
and timing, loss of riparian vegetation, loss of in-stream structure, increased water temperatures, 
and fish passage impediments have adversely affected the proper functioning condition of 
spawning, rearing, and migratory habitat in the Guadalupe River. 


1, “Water development 

Flood control and water supply dams constructed in the upper Guadalupe River Basin have 

ning, and quality in the action area. Altered streamflows have affe 


affected water quantity' 
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distribution of flow through the action area differs in that the magnitude and duration of peak 
flows during the winter and spring are reduced by water impoundment in upstream reservoirs. 
District reservoir operations t 3 mically store winter storm runoff for release during dry periods to 
recharge groundwater. Overall, present day water management practices in the watershed reduce 
natural flow variability by creating more uniform flows year-round that diminish migratory cues, 
natural channel forming, and food web functions in the action area. Reservoir constraction has 
also trapped stream gravels behind dams and contributed to reduced gravel recruitment m the 
action area. ... 


Current groundw'-ater recharge operations have resulted in high groundw'ater levels in the action 
area. Inflow from groundwater sources provides summer flow in the Guadalupe River, but the 
discontinuous nature of the groundwater sources creates reaches that may be intermittently dr>'. 
This discontinuous and intermittent flow of the river in the action area significantly limits the 

rearing habitat that might be utilized by iu\ 


2. Land use and urbanization 

Land use activities associated with urban development and industrial development have altered 
fish habitat quantity and quality in the action area. In the past 60 years, agricultural development 
and urbanization has resulted in the diking and filling of tidal marshes along the lower 
Guadalupe River. Levees have been constructed and the lowermost portion of the Guadalupe 
River has been re-routed from Guadalupe Slough to Alviso Slough. Riparian vegetation has 
been lost in recent decades as a result of urbanization, road and bridge construction, and flood 
control projects. The quantity and quality of remaining riparian vegetation and aquatic habitat 
structure has declined due to the construction of levees and stream channehzation. The District’s 
Stream Maintenance Program regularly clears vegetation and removes sediment from the stream 
channel in the action area to increase flood conveyance capacity'. Increased imper/ious surfaces 
associated with urbanization in the action area have decreased rainfall infiltration rates in upland 
habitats and increased peak flood flows. Stream banks have been stabilized withrock riprap and 
other hardscape materials. 


3. Pollution ■ 

Industrial and municipal wastes have been discharged into the waters of action. However, large- 
scale pollution of the river was partially relieved by the passage of the Clean V/ater Act m 1972, 
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resulting in the construction of new sewage treatment plants in all cities around San Francisco 
Bay including San Jose. Non-point sources of pollution, such as urban runoff and fine sediment, 
continue to degrade water quality. These contaminants may impair physiological development 
of juvenile salmonids that could reduce survival potential during their oceanic phase. 

4. Introduction of non-native species 

As native fishes became depleted in the late 19th century, non-native species were brought in to 
the bay and delta including American shad, striped bass, common carp, and white catfish. As 
non-native fish populations boomed, those of native fishes declined further. Introduction of non¬ 
native species accelerated in the 20th century through deliberate introductions of fish and 
unintended introductions of invertebrates through ballast water of ships. Establishment of non¬ 
native species in the action area was probably facilitated by altered hydrologic regimes and 
habitat degradation. Today, non-native fish (e.g. carp, bass) and non-native invertebrates (e.g. 
mitten crab) are common in the action area. 


EFFECTS OF THE PROPOSED ACTIONS 

The proposed LGRP is anticipated to result in both short-term and long-term impacts to listed 
CCC steelhead. Potential short-term impacts to steelhead are associated with construction and 
include: (1) fish collection and relocation activities; (2) entrapment of fish within cofferdams and 
silt curtains; and (3) exposure to increased levels of turbidity. Potential long-term impacts 
include: (1) permanent changes to the physical and biological environment of the action area; and 
(2) loss of juvenile steelhead during flood events through overtopping at the Alviso Weir. 

Listed adult and juvenile CCC steelhead are typically found in the action area during periods of 
migration between the ocean and their natal habitat in the upper Guadalupe watershed. 
Downstream migration of juvenile CCC steelhead through the action area generally occurs from 
February through late May. Peak juvenile migration periods generally coincide with winter high 
streamflow events during the months of February through April. CCC steelhead adults migrating 
upstream to spawning habitat in the tributaries of the Guadalupe River are most likely migrating 
between December and March. 

Proposed conservation measures, including BMPs established by the District for in-stream work, 
are expected to avoid or minimize negative impacts, notably the potential for sedimentation of 
steelhead habitat and loss of riparian vegetation. The LGRP also includes a number of habitat 
enhancements in the action area. 

A. Short-term effects related to LGRP construction 

Potential short-term effects of the LGRP are primarily related to dewatering work sites prior to 
construction. 

Dewatering and stream diversion activities 

The following sites within the LGRP action area may be dewatered to isolate the work area 
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during construction: (1) 100 feet upstream and downstream of the Highway 237 bridge 
replacement, for approximately five months in 2003 and 2004; (2) 328' feet upstream and 
downstream of the Airport Parkway bridge replacement, for approximately three months; (3) 460 
feet of charmel downstream of the 1-880 bridge in Reach A for construction of the vortex rock 
weirs, of approximately one month duration; and (4) at various locations for outfall 
modifications, rock slope protection and sediment removal. To minimize the potential disruption 
of downstream migrating steelhead smolts, the District will only divert stream flows or coriduct 
any constmction activities below higli ws-tcr behveen June 1 and 

Other in-channel work near the top of the bank may begm as early as May 1, if average stream 
temperatures in the action area are at or above 68 °F for five consecutive days. Stream flow' 
diversions which require pumping will not begin until June 15 and pumping will cease by 
Sentember 1. All numns will be screened to m.eet California Denartment of Fish and Game and 
NOAA Fisheries criteria for juvenile anadromous salmonids. These work windows make it 
unlikely that LGRP dewatering/diversion and other construction activities will affect the 
outmigration of juvenile steelhead, because the majority of juvenile outmigration is completed by 
early May. The work window will also avoid the adult upstream migration season which 
typically begins in late November or December. If an unseasonable rainfall event or other event 
results m the movement of juvenile steelhead into the action during the summer months, all 
diversions will provide for passage and the fish screens on the pumps will prevent entrainment 
and impingement of the smallest life stages of steelhead. 


Prior to water diversion and dewatering of each site, the District will encourage fish to move out 
of the area to be dewatered and remaining fish will be collected and relocated in an operation 
referred to as the Construction Area Fish Management Program. Cofferdams will be placed in 
the channel sequentially, upstream before downstream, with diversion proceeding incrementally 
over a four-hour period to encourage any fish present to swim out of the affected area with 
receding flows (District 2002c), The Washington Department of Fisheries (1992) has shown 
under expenmentai conditions that some juvenile steelhead may retreat to cobbled spaces in the 
stream substrate within dewatered areas instead of escaping with receding stream flows, and if 
any juveniles are present in these areas, they may not escape the dewatering process. However, 
this situation is not expected due to the low likelihood that juvenile steelhead will be in the 
action area during constmction. 

The District proposes to collect fish remaining at the constraction site with nets and 
electrofishing gear prior to fully dewatering constmction sites. The fish would be relocated to 
the river away from the site in order to avoid their interaction with construction equipment. The 
District proposes to have a qualified fish biologist do the relocation work based on current 
standards of care for fish collection, transport, and release. Any fish collecting gear, whether 
passive (Hubert 1983) or active (Hayes 1983) has some associated risk to the fish, including 
stress, disease transmission, injury, or death. Electrofishing is of particular concern. 
Eiectrofishing can kill both juvenile and adult fish, and researchers have found serious sublethal 
effects including spinal injuries (Reynolds 1983, Zeigenfuss 1995, Habera et al. 1996, Nielsen 
1998, Habera et al. 1999, Nordwall 1999, Sharber and Carothers 1988). Estimates of non-letha] 
spinal and hemorrhagic injury rates resulting from electrofishing range from zero to 23 percent 
(Holiender and Carline 1994; Habera et al. 1996; Kocovsky et al. 1997). An average five- 
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percent injury rate has been suggested for steelhead in tributaries of the Yakima River in 
Washington (McMichael et al. 1998). The injury rate for juvenile steelhead relocated during 
LGRP activities is likely to be low, because smaller fish (250 mm or less in length) have less risk 
of injury from electrofishing than do larger adult fish (Hollender and Carline 1994; Dalby, 
McMahon, and Fredenberg 1996; McMichael et al. 1998). 

Based on experience in the constmction of the Downtown Guadalupe River Flood Project 
immediately upstream of the action area, NOAA Fisheries expects few to no steelhead to be 
present in the action area during the summer months. In the unlikely event juvenile steelhead are 
present during electrofishing and relocation activities, unintentional mortality of listed juvenile 
CCC steelhead is not likely to exceed five percent of the fish subjected to handling, and can be 
reduced to near one percent with increased skill and experience of the operator. Fish that are not 
collected and remain in the construction site will be subject to stranding in isolated pools, 
degraded water quality, high water temperatures, and mortality. Given the proposed work 
window, the location of the action area low in the Guadalupe River system, and the 
discontinuous streamflow situation on the river, adult and juvenile steelhead are not expected to 
be encountered during the June 1 to. October 15 in-water constmction period. 

Constmction activities 

Heavy equipment will operate in the river channel and in dewatered areas, altering the 
characteristics of the stream channel through disturbance and substrate compaction. Although 
measures have been developed to avoid spill of contaminants, a low risk of equipment fluid 
leakage may contaminate the streambed. Stream bank sediments mobilized during or after 
constmction may temporarily increase turbidity. These activities present a small level of risk to 
steelhead habitat. However, the potential impacts associated with dewatered work areas, 
including increased sedimentation and/or contamination of the stream channel, are expected to be 
avoided and minimized with proper implementation of the project’s conservation measures. 
Specifically, the Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan, Toxic Materials Control and Spill 
Response Plan, and District BMPs are designed to minimize and avoid adverse effects to the 
stream channel. 

Constmction of floodwalls and levees, demolition and constmction of bridges, and the 
constmction of grade control stmctures may result in the input of small amounts of sediment 
upon the beginning of the rainy season following constmction. Sediment control measures 
outlined in the conservation measures section of the project description should minimize these 
impacts. Stream gravels removed or disturbed during constmction activities will be conserved to 
the extent possible and replaced with additional gravel upstream of the grade control stmctures 
following constmction (District 2002d). In addition, gravel abundance at the grade control 
stmctures will be monitored and if losses are detected, further mitigated. 

B. Long-term effects of the LGRP 

Potential long-term effects of the LGRP include permanent changes to the biological and 
physical environment of the river and loss of fish during flood.events due to the overtopping of 
the Alviso Weir. 
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Vegetation and sediment removal activities 

The LGRP maintenance program includes periodic removal of accumulated sediment in the 
stream channel and riparian vegetation in designated areas. In bridge transition zones (100 feet 
imstream and downstream of each bridge), vesetation clearing would remove aonroximatelv 104 
feet of existing high-quality overhead riparian cover and this area will be maintained free of 
vegetation. This linear distance is about 0.9 percent of the i 1,184 feet of total riparian cover 
existing in the project area. Much of the riparian cover, in the Guadalupe River has been lost in 
recent decades as a result of urbanization, road and bridge construction and flood control 
projects. Removal of riparian vegetation has contributed to reduced overhead and instream 
cover; decreased food availability; increased water temperatures, and loss of filtration of surface 
runoff. The loss of 104 linear feet of existing riparian vegetation associated with the LGRP is 
relatively small and the proposed revegetalion of 4,666 linear feet of riparian cover in Reach A, 
between the Airport Parkway and Airport Island bridges, would compensate for this loss. 

Downstream of the 1-880 at 10 other bridge and aqueduct crossings, some lower quality riparian 
vegetation will be removed periodically. However, native vegetation within the low^-flow 
channel buffer will not be cleared. Therefore the removal of this lower quality riparian 
vegetation is not expected to affect habitat conditions for steelhead. 


For flood conveyance purposes, vegetation wdll be removed periodically throughout Breaches A 
through G to maintain the desired channel capacity. Vegetation removal in the LGRP action area 
will be conducted as part of the SMP, and mitigated separately from the LGRP as part of the 
SMP. Woody and herbaceous vegetation will be removed with herbicide or cut to a height of 
less than one foot from all reaches during the summer and fall months. Herbicide treatment will 
be accomplished with a product called Aquamaster. Aquamaster’s active ingredient is 
glyphosate, known to be relatively benign for aquatic life including salmonids and approved for 
aquatic use. The addition of surfactants (R-11 or Target Pro-Spreader) to glyphosate 
formulations to increase plant uptake, however, could result in-harmful or lethal toxic effects to 
steelhead. Surfactants will not be used in the action area (Terry Neudorf, District, pers. comm. 
January 2003). Herbicides may also be applied with or without dye, so that applicators can 
identify treated material or monitor any over-spray occurrences. Some dv 
steelhead. 
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Vegetation removal will be limited to only that necessary to meet flood control and water supply 
District requirements. The District proposes to make herbicide applications between May 1 and 
October 31, and not within the 19.7 foot low-flow-channel buffer zone (except for spot treatment 
of exotic vegetation) or when rain is forecast within 72 hours. The use of these herbicide 
formulations that are approved for aquatic environments combined with exclusion from the low- 
flow channel buffer is expected to minimize impacts to steelhead and their instream habitat. 

Sediment management activities for the LGRP include periodic excavation of overflow channels 
adjacent to the low-flow buffer areas in Reaches B thjough E. Sediment removal will not be 
performed within the low-flow channel buffer area. The primary adverse effect that can result 
from excavation of these overflow channels is the potential for fish stranding as high storm flows 
recede. Steelhead may becomie trapped in depressions or channels with insufficient gradient to 
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allow return to the main stream channel. To minimize the potential for stranding events, all 
sediment excavation areas will be designed to connect to the main channel at their downstream 
end, and will be graded to drain thoroughly as flows recede (District 2002d). All sediment 
excavation areas will be inspected immediately following large storm events between October 1 
through April 30 to identify potential stranding areas. Problem stranding areas will be re-graded 
prior to the next storm event (District 2002c). Sediment management activities are not expected 
to adversely affect steelliead habitat and the potential for fish stranding will be minimal with 
proper contouring of the streambed. 

Operation of the Alviso Weir 

The proposed 1,000-foot long weir on the west bank of Alviso Slough would be designed to 
begin spilling when floodwaters in the Guadalupe River exceed 6,800 cfs. Flows in excess of 
6,800 cfs will overtop the weir and spill into the salt ponds adjacent to the lower river. The 
expected firequency interval of spill events at the Alviso Weir (i.e. flows in excess of 6,800 cfs) is 
about 4.5 years. 

High streamflow events associated with operation of the weir typically occur during winter 
storms between January and March. This period coincides with adult steelhead migration upriver 
and with the early portion of juvenile steelhead outmigration. Steelhead that spill over the weir 
will become stranded in salt ponds and will be separated from the river and San Francisco Bay 
by levees. Without access back to the river or bay, stranded steelhead are expected to succumb 
in the salt ponds due to high salinity, low dissolved oxygen levels, exposure to predation by 
birds, and other adverse conditions. 

The 1,000-foot long weir is designed to minimize approach velocities and overtop as sheetflow. 
Sheet flow over the weir will vary from very small amounts during a five-year flood event up to 
40 percent of the Guadalupe River volume during a 100-year flood event of 18,350 cfs. Relative 
to the full stream volume of the action area, the volume of flow over the weir is relatively small 
except during the most severe flood events. Water velocities over the top of the weir may range 
up to 5.6 feet per second (Dave von Rueden, pers. comm. December 2002). 

Quantitative estimates of steelhead lost due to operation of the weir would be highly speculative, 
but the risk that juvenile steelhead may be carried with flood waters over the top of the weir is 
present. Ex amin ation of the weir design, steelhead swimming behavior, flood firequencies, and 
other variables suggest the number of steelhead lost at the weir will be minimal. The weir’s 
design for sheet flow and low approach velocities conditions are likely to-discourage steelhead 
from crossing the structure. Adult and juvenile steelhead are likely to travel in deeper thalweg 
areas of the channel and avoid areas of sheetflow. The burst swimming speeds of juvenile and 
adult steelhead which are estimated to be 5 feet per second (fps) and 10 fps (Flosi et. al 1998), 
respectively, will allow fish to escape most overtopping flow conditions at the weir. Adult 
steelhead are rmlikeiy to be actively migrating upstream during flood events and, thus, are not 
likely to be in the vicinity of the weir during its operation. The weir is also expected to operate 
relatively infrequently (only flood events in excess of 4.5-year recurrence interval) and then 
operations will t 3 q)ically be less than 24 hours (District 2002d). Most flood events of this 
magnitude are in the early portion of the outmigation season of steelhead smolts which also 
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minimizes their potential occurrence at the site during weir operations. 


Completion of the LGRP will increase the volume of flows overtopping the weir site during 
flood events into the salt ponds by 16 to 23 percent, but countervailing this increased risk at the 


weir is a decreased risk of fish overtopping other levee sites. Under existing conditions, 
Guadalupe River flood flows exceeding 6,800 cfs overtop the levees in several locations along 
Alviso Slough, inundating not only the adjacent salt ponds, but the community of Alviso. In 
Reaches A through G flood fiov/s also occasionally overtop the levees. Although fish stranding 
during storm events have not been documented, flood flows over existing levees has been 
presumably stranding fish in areas from which they cannot return to the main channel, resulting 
in mortality. The LGRP will heighten existing levees in Reaches A ftirough G and the Alviso 
o iuugii d.1 ca, virtually eiiminaiing me poienuai lur nsn siranding at sites omci tnaii ihc Alviso 
Weir. 


In the near future, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service will be assuming full responsibility for 
managing salt ponds adjacent to the lower Guadalupe River including Ponds A5, A6, A7, A8 vv 
and A8D. Floodwaters overtopping the weir initially enter pond A8W and will eventually flow 
into ponds A5, A6, A7 and A8D. At present, these ponds are closed systems and do not flow 
into San Francisco Bay. Therefore, juvenile steelhead which overtop the Alviso Weir are 
expected to be lost to poor water quality and lack of access to return to the river or bay, 
However, planning for the interim and long-term management of the salt ponds in this area is 
underway and could include restoring a tidal connection with San Francisco Bay, If tidal 
influence is restored to Pond ASW, juvenile steelhead that overtop the weir would likely find 
their way back to the river or bay and continue their downstream migration to the sea. 
Unfortunately, there are several challenges to restoring tidal action in Pond ASW, but several 
neighboring ponds are good candidates for restored tidal wetlands. Discussions between NOAA 
Fisheries, Fish and Wildlife Service, and the California Department of Fish and Game regarding 
the fuflire management of Pond ASW and adjacent salt ponds are expected to continue. There is 
a potential for the elimination of lethal take of juvenile steelhead at the Alviso Weir if a tidal 
connection can be re-established to Pond ASW. 


Bank protection 

The bank protection methods proposed, particularly hardscape designs, may adversely affect 
steelhead habitat. Rock riprap and other hardscape materials placed on the bank prevent the 
growth of new riparian vegetation and generally reduce habitat complexit>' and diversit 


ly. 
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rock walls have similar effects, and are of additional concem'if placed below the ordinary high 
'water line, where the wire mesh holding the Fock ci62Ts.(iss dus to rusting, abrasi on and vertical 


Once the eabion baskets be 


'in to deteriorate, they can iniure and trap fish migrating 


through the channel. However, no gabion basket bank stabilization in the LGRP is proposed 
below the ordinar}^ high water level. Thus, gabion baskets installed for the LGRP are not 
expected to become future fish entrapment risks. 


Armored bank protection is expected to impact approximately a total of 10,000 feet of 
streambank (approximately 5000 feet on each side) in the action area. However, bank protection 
will be constructed outside the low-flow buffer area, and riparian vegetation affected will be 
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replaced as part of the LGRP Mitigation and Monitoring Plan. Therefore, the adverse affects of 
LGRP bank protection on steelhead habitat are expected to be minimal. 

Grade stabilization structures 

The construction of six grade control Aveirs in Reach A and six invert stabilization structures to 
prevent bridge scour at bridge locations in Reaches A, B, C and D v/ill stabilize the channel 
bottom and create plunge pool habitat at several locations immediately downstream of 1-880 in 
Reach A. These structures are designed and expected to facilitate anadromous fish upstream 
passage by providing a minim um depth of six inches across the weir crest at a low flow of 
approximately 10 cfs. The grade structures are also expected to improve fish habitat by 
enhancing the pool-riffle sequence in this reach. Fish passage conditions at the grade control 
weirs and invert stabilization structures will be monitored as part of the LGRP Mitigation and 
Monitoring Plan (District 2002c). Quantitative measmements of water depth and velocity, in 
addition to visual assessment, will be conducted to ensure that adequate fish passage conditions 
are maintained. 

Mitigation and monitoring plan 

The LGRP proposes to plant and revegetate several areas in the action area and off-site. Riparian 
vegetation will be planted within 15 feet of the low-flow channel on currently unvegetated bank 
areas. Plantings at other sites are presented in detail in the Mitigation and Monitoring Plan for 
the LGRP (District 2002c). In total, 4,666 linear feet of riparian cover in Reach A, between the 
Airport Parkway and Airport Island bridges, will be planted for the LGRP. This program is 
expected to enhance stream habitat for steelhead by improving overhead and instream cover, 
decreasing water temperatures, improving filtration of fine sediment and contaminants in storm 
runoff, and generally increasing habitat diversity and complexity. 

Indirect effects 

Indirect effects are defined as effects caused by the proposed action that are later in time, but still 
are reasonably certain to occur (50 CFR § 402.02). For the LGRP, it is anticipated that the 
extensive amount of earth moving and levee expansion will result in the mobilization of 
additional fine sediments from the stream bank into the Guadalupe River. The project proposes a 
number of measures to avoid and minimize the introduction of sediments into the river, but this 
amount of disturbance along several miles of stream will likely exacerbate sediment input during 
the two winters immediately following the summer construction seasons. The accumulation of 
fine sediment in the lower Guadalupe River is currently impairing growth of aquatic vegetation, 
invertebrate production, and reducing instream cover for the smallest life stages of fish. Two 
summer seasons of construction will likely exacerbate this problem temporarily until 
constraction is completed and the banlcs become more stable. 

For CCC steelhead, the lower Guadalupe River is primarily a migration corridor and the life 
stages that are most sensitive to sediment (i.e. spawning and rearing) are not expected to occur in 
the action area. Thus, temporary increases in sediment accumulation due to LGRP construction 
is not expected to impact steelhead. In addition, flood flows and the District’s sediment removal 
program are expected to periodically move accumulated sediments in stream reaches in the 
action area. 
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CUMULATI\T EFFECTS 


Cumulative effects are denned in 50 CFR 402.02 as "those effects of fature State or private 
activities, not involving Federal activities, that are reasonably certain to occur within the action 
area of the Federal action subject to. consultation." For the purposes of this analysis, the action 


le lower Guadalupe River and its associated riparian corridor extending 
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area encompasses ini 

right of 'Way at the outside of each bank top, from the 1-880 crossing to the mouth of the river at 
San Francisco Bay. The action area includes Alviso Slough and all adjacent salt ponds affected 
by operation of the LGRP. 


-Federal actions that may affect the action area are expected h 


incieaseo 


population growth, and urbanization will be very limited, because the area is already highly 
developed. Little to no additional impacts to water quality and riverine productivity are 
anticipated from stormwater runoff and increased population growth. 


Future actions likely to affect the action area include; (1) District’s Pump Station Emergency 
Operations Plan, which will establish operating criteria for stormwater pump stations along the 
Guadalupe River during major storm events and match pumping levels to available channel 
capacity; (2) Uiistac Natural Area, a passive recreation and habitat restoration site on 40 acres of 
open space along the river (Reach E) in the City of Santa Clara; (3) Rivermark Project, a plan for 
extensive residential, commercial and other development on 20 acres of land along the river 
(Reach D) in the City of Santa Clara; (4) Legacy Terrace Project, a plan for extensive 
commercial and other development on 71 acres of land along the river (Reach G); and (5) 
Lincoln/Highway 237 Assemblage, a plan for commercial, industrial and road development near 
the river (Reach G). 


These projects are not likely to adversely affect steelhead habitat in the action area. Most v/ill 
involve upland construction. Some additional input of contaminants may occur from increased 
surface water runoff and non-point source pollution. However, actions that conform with the 
City of San Jose Riparian Corridor Policy Study, provisions of which have been incoiporated 
into the City of San Jose’s General Plan, are expected to protect v/ater quality and riparian 
habitat. 


INTEGRATION AND SYNTHESIS OF EFFECTS 


Constpjction and operation of 


affect steelhead and steelhead habitat. 


Direct mortality and injury of steelhead during project construction is expected to be minimal 
due to the project’s limited construction period (two years), the timing of the proposed work, and 
the location of the action area low in the Guadalupe River system. Fish surveys in and near the 
action area indicate that few if any juvenile or adult steelhead are likely to be present in the 
action area during the construction season. If steelhead are encountered in construction work 
sites to be dewatered, fish relocation activities will proceed according to the Constmction Area 
Fish Management Program specified in the project’s conservation measures. NOAA Fisheries 
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anticipates that this program will be adequate to ensure a low risk of injury or mortality to 
steelhead during construction. 

There is a small risk of mortality to juvenile steelhead during operation of the Alviso weir. The 
simultaneous occurrence of a series of independent events, all of which have a low percentage . 
likelihood of occurring, represents this level of risk. For this risk to be significantly higher, a 
large magnitude flood event would have to take place late in the season, when the primary 
juvenile steelhead outmigration period is underway. Juveniles would have to be washed 
downstream to or be present at the weir location while the flood hydrograph at the weir is 
peaking, and they would have to be close enough to the weir to encounter unavoidable approach 
velocities. This risk is greater than zero but is estimated to be small. These infrequent, minor 
losses of juvenile steelhead from the population are not expected to result in reduced adult 
returns in subsequent years. 

There will be temporary and permanent loss and degradation of some habitat elements, including 
water quality due to temporarily increased turbidity and loss of riparian vegetation. However, 
the project proposal provides substantial protection for steelhead habitat. Conservation measures 
included in the project proposal avoid and minimize potential impacts associated with degraded 
water quality, loss of riparian vegetation, changes to fish passage conditions and other effects- of 
construction activities. 

The project proposal also includes restoration and enhancement of riparian habitat through the 
LGRP’s mitigation program. Once the newly planted vegetation in Reaches A, B and C becomes 
established, steelhead migrating through these reaches will benefit from improved shade, cover 
and habitat complexity, and increased food production potential generated by diverse native 
riparian vegetation. However, the benefits of the proposed riparian plantings are expected to take 
as much as 25 years to be fully realized, as mature native riparian habitat develops over time. 

Given the small numbers of juvenile steelhead that may be lost at the Alviso weir, the 
construction minimization measures, and the project enhancement/mitigation actions, the 
proposed LGRP is not expected to reduce appreciably the likelihood of survival and recovery of 
CCC steelhead. 


CONCLUSION 

After reviewing the current status of the CCC steelhead, the environmental baseline for the 
action area, the effects of the proposed action, and the cumulative effects, it is NOAA Fisheries’ 
biological opinion that the proposed Lower Guadalupe River Project is not likely to jeopardize 
the continued existence of threatened CCC steelhead. 



INCIDENTAL TAKE STATEMENT 

Section 9 of the Act and Federal regulations pursuant to section 4(d) of the Act prohibit the take 
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as to harass, harm, pursue, hunt, shoot, wound, kill, trap, capture or collect, or to attempt to 
engage in any such conduct. Harm is further defined by NOAA Fisheries as an act v/hich 
actually kills or injures fish or wildlife. Such an act may include sigriincant habitat modification 
or degradation which actually kills or injures fish or wildlife by significantly impairing essential 
behavioral patterns, including breeding, spawning, rearing, migrating, feeding, or sheltering.- 
Incidental take is defined as take that is incidental to, and not the purpose of, the carrying out of 
an otherwise lawful activity. Under-the terms of section 7rt))(4) and section 7(o)(2), taking that 
is incidental to and not intended as part of the agency action is not considered to be prohibited 
taking under the Act provided that such taking is in compliance with the terms and conditions of 
this Incidental Take Statement. 
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they become binding conditions of any grant or permit, as appropriate, for the exemption in 
section 7(o)(2) to apply. The Corps has a continuing duty to regulate the activity covered by this 
incidental take statement. If the Corps (1) fails to assume and implement the terms and 
conditions or (2) fails to require permittees to adhere to the terms and conditions of the Incidental 
Take Statement through enforceable terms that are added to the permit or grant document, the 
protective coverage of section 7(o)(2) may lapse. In order to monitor the impact of incidental 
take, the Corps, or their permittee must report the progress of the action and its impact on the 
species to NOAA Fisheries as specified in the incidental take statement. (50 CFR §402.14(i)(3)) 

A. Amount or extent of take 


NOAA Fisheries anticipates that take associated with the LGRP will be in the form, of mortality 
injury, and harassment to juvenile steelhead through temporary impacts from construction 
activities and long-term impacts fi'om operation of the Alviso Weir. Lethal take may occur 
during the de'watering of work sites and fish relocation. activities piior to construction. Since fe’ 
if any steelhead are expected to be presented in the action during construction, less than 5 
juvenile steelhead are expected to be encountered during each season of construction. No aduit 
listed salmonids are expected to be encountered during construction activities. Of these 5, no 
more than 1 is expected to be injured or kiiied. 


Operation of the Alviso Weir is expected to resuit in a small amount of lethal take of 

ing steelhead smoits. Tne relative magnitude of juveniie steelhead losses due to the 
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overtopping of flood waters at the weir cannot be quantified, but take is expected to occur. Due 
to the low frequency and short duration of weir operations, very few listed juveniie salmonids are 
expected to be lost to entrapment in the salt ponds adjacent to the Alviso ¥/eir. This loss is. 
expected to be limited to juvenile fish and is expected to occur at a recurrence interv^al of 4.5 
years or greater, when flows exceed 6,800 cfs at the weir. 
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B. Effect of the take 


In the accompanying biological opinion, NOAA Fisheries has determined that the anticipated 
take is not likely to result in jeopardy to CCC steelhead, 

C. Reasonable and prudent measures 

NOAA Fisheries believes that the following reasonable and prudent measures are necessary and 
appropriate to minimize impacts of incidental take of CCC steelhead: 

1. Measures shall be taken to reduce and monitor impacts to steelhead and their 
habitat associated with constmction, diversions, dewatering, and fish relocation 
activities. 

2. Measures shall be taken to reduce and monitor the risk of harmful effects to 
steelhead Ihom the application of herbicides. 

3. Measures shall be taken to ensure that design features of the LGRP will provide 
adequate conditions for steelhead and their habitat. 

4. Measures shall be taken to ensure that LGRP structures do not impede fish 
passage through the action area. 

D. Terms and conditions 

To be exempt from the prohibitions of section 9 of the ESA, the parties must comply with the 
following terms and conditions, which implement the Reasonable and Prudent Measures 
described above. These terms and conditions are non-discretionary and should be included as 
permit requirements under any federal permit issued by the Corps to the District. 

1. Measures shall be taken to reduce and monitor impacts to steelhead and their habitat 

associated with construction, diversions, dewatering, and fish relocation activities. 

1 a. Fill material for cofferdams will be fully confined with the use of plastic sheeting, 
sheetpiles or sandbags, or with other non-porous containment methods, such that 
sediment does not come in contact with tidal or stream flows and increase 
turbidity. Alternatively, gravel or clean crushed stone may be used without 
plastic sheeting, sandbags, etc. 

lb. A qualified fisheries biologist shall be on-site to collect and relocate native fish 
before and during the installation of all coffer dams, bypass pipes or channels, 
diversion dams or other facilities designed to de-water or divert stream flows at 
project work areas. Juvenile steelhead remaining in de-watered areas and 
locations isolated from the live stream shall be collected and returned to 
appropriate habitat upstream or downstream of the work area. Dip nets, seine 


23 



nets, and other types of nets are preferred for fish collections. However, 
eiectrofishing equipment may be used to collect stranded fish in areas where nets 
are not practical. Additional fish collection gear may be used with prior verbal 
approval from NOAA Fisheries. Contact: NOAA Fisheries Santa Rosa Acrea 
Office, Protected Resources Division, San Francisco Bay Team Leader, 777 
Sonoma Avenue, Room 325, Santa Rosa, California 95404, (707) 575-6050, fax 
(707) 578-3435. 


If electrofishing techniques are utilized during fish relocation activities, at least 
one member of the field crew must be familiar with NOAA Fisheries’ 
eRetrofishing- guid e lin es-and-have-armistmtaR--efthree-y‘ears’ field-experie nce 
with electrofishing techniques. The field crew must have a copy of this biological 
opinion, including these terms and conditions, available on site at all times. 


Fish capture and relocation activities must be completed before 11:00 a.m. ea 
day to minimize risks from, thermal impacts. Fish rescue may continue past 11: 
a,m. if the weather is unusually cool due to foggy or cloudy weather. 
Eiectrofishing may not be perfoimed if v/ater temperatures exceed 70°F/2N 
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In order to monitor the impact of incidental take associated with fish relocation 
activities, the Corps or its applicants must submit a repon to NO.AA Fisheries’ 
Santa Rosa Area Office not later than November 15 of the year in which the work 
is completed. The report shall include the results and any incidental take that 
occurred during implementation of the project that included fish relocation. The 
report shall include: (1) the results of pre-construction surveys and names and 
qualifications of biologists who completed them; (2) any relevant information 
regarding fish injuries or mortalities; (3) extent of the area dewatered and duration 
of dewatering; and (4) water and air temperatures taken at the beginning and end 
of each fish relocation effort. The report shall be sent to: 


NOAA^ Fisheries 
Protected Resources Division 
San Francisco Bay Team Leader 
777 Sonoma Avenue, Room 325 
Santa Rosa, California 95404 


Ail steeihead mortalities must be retained, placed in an appropriately sized whirl- 
pak or zip-lock bag, labeled with the date and time of collection, fork length, 
location of capture, and frozen as soon .as possible. Frozen samples must be 
retained until specific instructions are provided by NOAA Fisheries. 


NOAA Fisheries’ Santa Rosa Area Office, San Francisco Bay Team Leader (707- 
575-6060) shall be contacted within 24 hours if steeihead mortality rates exceed 
five percent during any fish relocation operation, In addition, NOAA Fisheries 
shall be contacted within 24 hours if one or more steeihead are injured or killed 



during any other activities related to the project. The purpose of the contact shall 
be to review the activities resulting in injury and mortality and to determine if 
additional protective measures are required. 

Ih. If steelhead are collected or observed in the LGRP project area during in-charmel 
construction activities, NOAA Fisheries’ San Francisco Bay Team Leader shall be 
notified by telephone at 707-575-6060 within 24 hours. 

2. Measures shall be taken to reduce and monitor the risk of harmful effects to steelhead 
from the application of herbicides. 

2a. No surfactants may be added to herbicides used to control vegetation as part of 
LGRP constmction or in future maintenance activities (i.e. District’s Stream 
Maintenance Program) in the Guadalupe River channel. Only unadulterated 
formulations of glyphosate approved for aquatic use by the manufacturer shall be 
used. 

3. Measures shall be taken to ensure that design features of the LGRP will provide adequate 
conditions for steelhead and their habitat. 

3a. Gabion baskets will not be installed below the 25-year flood event level except for 
the specific sites detailed in the project description. 

3b. Riparian vegetation will be integrated into rock slope protection to the maximum 

extent practical where it does not conflict with flood conveyance goals. Vegetation 
removal from LGRP structures shall he the minimum amount necessary to meet 
flood conveyance criteria. 

4. Measures shall be taken to ensure that LGRP stmctures do not impede fish passage 
through the action area. 

4a. Grade stabilization structures installed in Reaches A through D shall be monitored 
and measured monthly during the period between November and May for 10 years 
following construction. 

4b. The following quantitative criteria shall be used to determine if fish passage has 
been compromised at LGRP stmctures: 

(1) Water depths must equal or exceed one foot when flow is equal to 
or greater than four cfs. 

(2) Velocity will be less than five feet per second. 

(3) Depth and velocity criteria will be met for at least a continuous 
portion of 10 percent or four feet of the total wetted channel width, 
whichever is greater. 
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If quantitative or qualitative monitoring of the grade stabilization structures 
installed in Reaches A through D indicates that fish passage for juvenile or adult 
steelhead has become partially or completely blocked, NOAA Fisheries’ San 


Fiaiiuibuo Bay 


earn Leader will be notified by telephone at 707-575-6060 within 
72 hours and steps taken to ensure that fish passage for juvenile and adult steelhead 
is promptly restored. 


CONSERVATION RECOMMENDATIONS 


Section 7(a)(r) of the ESA directs federal agencies to utilize their authorities to further the 
purposes of the ESA., by carrying out conservation programs for the benefit of endangered and 
threatened species. Conservation recommendations are discretionary agency activities to 
minimize or avoid adverse effects of a proposed action on listed species or critical habitat, or to 
develop information. 


1. The Corps and the District should coordinate with NOAA Fisheries, U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service, California Department of Fish and Game, San Francisco Bay 
Regional Water Quality Control Board and other agencies on planning for the 
interim and long-term management and restoration of Pond A8. Pond A8 and 
adjacent ponds (Ponds A5 and A7) could be restored to tidal marsh habitat and 
provide for the free passage of juvenile steelhead to and from San Francisco Bay. 
The future tidal restoration of Pond A8 and adjacent ponds will eliminate the loss 
of fish with the overtopping of floodwaters at the Alviso Weir. 


2. The Corps should work with the District to develop programs, design criteria, 

conservation measures and additional BMPs that will further the purposes of the 
ESA in the Gudalupe River. These actions could include the identification and 
removal of culverts and other fish passage barriers to improve passage and flow 
conditions for steelhead, development of biotechnical bank stabilization guidelines, 
and development of comprehensive riparian revegetation and monitoring plans. 


3. The Corps and District should ensure that permits issued by their respective 

agencies for new projects in the Guadalupe River be subject, at minimum, to the 
guidelines presented in the City of San Jose’s Ripariar 
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(1999). 


REINITIATION OF CONSULTATION 

This concludes formal consultation on the proposed storm damage repairs. As provided in 50 
CFR §402.16, reinitiation of foraial consultation is required where discretionary federal agency 
involvement or control over the actions has been retained (or is authorized by law) and if: 1) the 
amount or extent of taking specified in the incidental take statement is exceeded; 2) new 
information reveals effects of the action that may affect listed species or critical habitat in a 
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manner or to an extent not considered in this opinion; 3) the action is subsequently modified in a 
manner that causes an effect to the listed species or critical habitat that was not considered in the 
biological opinion; or 4) a new species is listed or critical habitat designated that may be affected 
by the action. In instances where the amount or extent of incidental take is exceeded, or expected 
to be exceeded, formal consultation shall be reinitiated immediately. In addition, reinitiation may 
be required if after the five-year monitoring period, performance standards for revegetated sites 
have not been met. 
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Enclosure 2 


LOWER GUADALUPE RIVER FLOOD PROJECT 
SANTA CLARA VALLEY WATER DISTRICT 


ESSENTIAL FISH HABITAT CONSERVATION RECOMMENDATIONS 
(Magnusop-Steveas Fishery Conservation and Management Act - EFH Consultation ) 

Amendments made to the Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Conservation and Management Act 
(MSFCMA) in 1996 set forth new mandates for the National Marine Fisheries Service (NOAA 
Fisheries), regional fishery management councils, and federal action agencies to identify and 
protect important marine and anadromous fish habitat. The councils, with assistance from NOAA 
Fisheries, are required to delineate essential fish habitat (EFH) in fishery management plans 
(FMPs) or FMP amendments for all managed species. Federal action agencies which fund, 
permit, or carry out activities that may adversely impact EFH are required to consult with NOAA 
Fisheries regarding potential adverse effects of their actions on EFH, and respond in writing to 
NOAA Fisheries’ conservation recommendations. In addition, NOAA Fisheries is required to 
comment on any state agency activities that would impact EFH. 

The Pacific Fisheries Management Council (PFMC) has delineated EFH for the following FMPs: 
West Coast groundfish, coastal pelagic species and Pacific Coast salmon. EFH for Pacific Coast 
salmon (Chinook sahnon, Oncorhynchus tshawytscha. PFMC 1999) occurs within the area to be 
impacted by the preceding biological opinion and consequently triggers EFH consultation. 

IDENTIFICATION OF ESSENTIAL FISH HABITAT 

EFH is defined in the MSFCMA as “...those waters and substrate necessary to fish for spawning, 
breeding, feeding, or growth to maturity...” NOAA Fisheries regulations further define “waters” 
to include aquatic areas and their associated physical, chemical, and biological properties that are 
used by fish and may include areas historically used by fish where appropriate; “substrate” to 
include sediment, hard bottom, stmctures imderlying the waters, and associated biological 
communities; “necessary” to mean the habitat required to support a sustainable fisherj'^ and the 
managed species’ contribution to a healthy ecosystem; and “spawning, breeding, feeding, or 
growth to maturity” to cover a species’ full life cycle. 

For Pacific coast salmon, the geographic extent of EFH includes both marine and freshwater 
habitat. Freshwater EFH for Pacific salmon includes all those streams,, lakes, ponds wetlands, and 
other water bodies currently, or historically accessible to sahnon in Washington, Oregon, Idaho, 
and California, except areas upstream of certain impassable man-made barriers (as identified by 
the PFMC), and longstanding, naturally-impassable barriers (e.g., natural waterfalls in existence 
for at least several hundred years) (PFMC 1999). Pacific Coast salmon EFH includes the 
Guadalupe River, where the proposed Lower Guadalupe River Project (LGRP) activities would 
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occur. 






The Guadalupe River is known to provide migratory^ spawning and rearing habitat for Chinook 
salmon. The majority of fish are believed to spav/n in dov/ntown San Jose reaches of the stream, 
but spawning has been documented from the upper influence of tidewaters to the upper reach of 
the mainstem Guadalupe River and in Los Gatos Creek (Distiict 2002d). These fish are 
considered to be most closely related to Central Valley fall-mn Chinook salmon, which is not 
presently listed under the Endangered Species Act (NMFS 1999; Garcia-Rossi and Hedgecock 
2003) 


PROPOSED ACTIONS 


The proposed actions in the LGRP are described in detail in the associated biological opinion for 
the tiixeatened Central California Coast 


EFFECTS OF THE PROJECT ACTION 


ine loiiowiiig is a gexiera* de^cnptiuii ui tue picyect activities that directly or cuniiiiatively, 
temporarily or permanently may threaten the physical, chemical and biological properties of the 
habitat utilized by Pacific coast salmon and their prey within the project area. The direct result 
these threats is that the habitat functions of EFH may be eliminated, di min ished or disrupted. 


Potential impacts to Central California Coast steelhead due to the proposed action have been 
described in detail in the associated biological opinion. Most potential impacts to steelhead apply 
to Pacific Coast salmon EFH in the project area. LGRP impacts that may affect Chinook salmon 
EFH include: 


Structures and their operation associated 'with dewatering and flow diversion at project 
work areas may delay and block fish passage. Of particular concern is the likelihood that 
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sites before the cessation of construction on 


October 15, and find their upstream migration delayed or blocked. 


Project construction activities and vegetation management may degrade water quality and 
harm fish and filter-feeding macro-invertebrates on which Chinook salmon prey. 

Bank protection structures may damage riparian vegetation and degrade in-stream habitat 
features such as cover and negatively affect water temperature. 

Operation of the Alviso Weir facility may entrain outmigrating Chinook salmon smolts 
and trap them in the adjacent salt ponds. 


CONCLUSION 


NOAA Fisheries has determined that the proposed actions may adversely affect Pacific Coast 
salmon EFH in the action area. However, conservation measures included in the project 
description are expected to minimize and avoid impacts to Chinook salmon and their habitat. 
Conservation recommendations included in this EFH consultation, if fully implemented by the 
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Corps and the District, will further reduce potential adverse effects of the project. Proposed 
mitigation for the LGRP would improve habitat conditions for Chinook salmon. 

EFH CONSERVATION RECOMMENDATIONS 

Pursuant to section 305(b)(4)(A) of the Magnuson-Stevens Act, NOAA Fisheries is required to 
provide EFH conservation recommendations for any federal or state agency action that would 
adversely affect EFH. All reasonable and prudent measures, term and condition 1 a, and all terms 
and conditions implementing reasonable and prudent measures 2 through 4 contained in the 
incidental take statement of the preceding biological opinion, as well as the conservation 
measures proposed by the District for the LGRP, are relevant to Pacific Coast salmon EFH but 
have not been repeated here. NOAA Fisheries’ EFH conservation recommendations specific to 
Chinook salmon are as follows: 

1. In the event any adult Chinook salmon are observed in the lower Guadalupe River 
prior to September 1, unimpeded passage for adult Chinook salmon migrating 
upstream should be provided at LGRP construction sites. Additionally, NOAA 
Fisheries and the California Department of Fish and Game should be notified 
within 24 hours of the observation of the first adult Chinook salmon. The need for 
upstream passage should then be assessed cooperatively by the District and these 
two agencies. 

2. The Corps and the District should coordinate with NOAA Fisheries, U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service, California Department of Fish and Game, San Francisco Bay 
Regional Water Quality Control Board and other agencies on planning for the 
interim and long-term management and restoration of Pond A8. Pond A8 and 
adjacent ponds (Ponds A5 and A7) could be restored to tidal marsh habitat and 
provide for the free passage of juvenile Chinook salmon to and from San Francisco 
Bay. The future tidal restoration of Pond A8 and adjacent ponds will eliminate the 
loss of fish with the overtopping of floodwaters at the Alviso Weir. 

3. The Corps should work with the District to develop programs, design criteria, 
conservation measures and additional BMPs to protect EFH- These actions could 
include the identification and removal of culverts and other fish passage barriers to 
improve passage and flow conditions, development of biotechnical bank 
stabilization guidelines, and development of comprehensive riparian revegetation 
and monitoring plans. 

4. The Corps and District should ensure that permits issued by their respective 
agencies for new projects in the Guadalupe River be subject, at minimum, to the 
guidelines presented in the City of San Jose’s Riparian Corridor Policy Study 
(1999). 
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FEDERAL AGENCY STATUTORY REQUIREMENTS 


The MSFCMA (section 305(b)(4)(B)) and federal reg'diations to impiement the EFH provisions oi 
the MSFCMA (50 CFR section 600.920(j)) require federal action agencies to provide a written 
response to EFH conserv'ation recommendations within 30 days of their receipt. For this 
consultation, the federal action agency is the U.S. Army Corps of engineers (Corps). A 
preliminary response is acceptable if final action cannot be completed within 30 days. The final 
response must include a description of measures proposed to avoid, mitigate, or offset the 
project s acT'/erse impacts on EFH. It the response is inconsistent wath NOA_A irisheries icFH 
conservation recommendations, the Corps must explain in writing why implementation of the 
conservation recommendations is not feasible. 

CONSULTATION RENEWAL 


The Corps must notify NOAA Fisheries and may need to reinitiate EFH consultation if either the 


basis for NOAA Fisheries’ EFH conservation recommendations (50 CFR 600.920(k)). 
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NOTICE TO PERMITTEE 


Please use the forms below to report the dates when you start and finish the work authorized by the enclosed permit. Also if you suspend work 
f" 'sp extended period of time, use the forms below to report the dates you suspended and resumed work. The second copy is for your 
1 rds. If you find that you cannot complete the work within the time granted by the permit, please apply for a time extension at least one 
month before your permit expires. If you materially change the plan or scope of the work, it will be necessary for you to submit new drawings 
and a request for a modification of your permit. 

(cut out as needed)- 


Date:_ 

NOTICE OF COMPLETION OF WORK under Department of the Army permit No.24897S 

TO: District Engineer, US Army Corps of Engineers, Regulatory Branch, 333 Market Street, 8th Floor, San Francisco, CA 94105-2197 

In compliance with the conditions of the permit dated April 24, 2003 to construct the LGRP on the Guadalupe River this is to notify you that 
the work was completed on_. 

Permittee: Santa Clara Valley Water District 

Address: 5750 Almaden Expressway San Jose, CA 95118-3614 


Date:_ 

NOTICE OF RESUMPTION OF WORK under Department of the Army permit No. 24897S 

TO: District Engineer, US Army Corps of Engineers, Regulatory Branch, 333 Market Street, 8th Floor, San Francisco, CA 94105-2197 

In compliance with the conditions of the permit dated April 24,2003 to construct the LGRP on the Guadalupe River this is to notify you that 
work was resumed on_. 

Pp —'ittee: Santa Clara Valley Water District 
A jss: 5750 Almaden Expressway San Jose, CA 95118-3614 


Date:_ 

NOTICE OF SUSPENSION OF WORK under Department of the Army permit No. 24897S 

TO: District Engineer, US Army Corps of Engineers, Regulatory Branch, 333 Market Street, 8th Floor, San Francisco, CA 94105-2197 

In compliance with the conditions of the permit dated April 24, 2003 to construct the LGRP on the Guadalupe River this is to notify' you that 
work was suspended on_. 

Permittee: Santa Clara Valley Water District 

Address: 5750 Almaden Expressway San Jose, CA 95118-3614 


Date:_ 

NOTICE OF COMMENCEMENT OF WORK under Department of the Army permit No. 24897S 

TO: District Engineer, US Army Corps of Engineers, Regulatory Branch, 333 Market Street, 8th Floor, San Francisco, CA 94105-2197 

In compliance with the conditions of the permit dated April 24, 2003 to construct the LGRP on the Guadalupe River this is to notify you that 
work was commenced on 


Permittee: Santa Clara Valley Water District 

Ad'^'pss: 5750 Almaden Expressway San Jose, CA 95118-3614 











STATE OF CALIFORNIA THE RESOURCES AGEh^ , _ 

DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND GAME 

CENTRAL COAST REGION 
(707) 944-5520 
'ailing address'. 
jST OFFICE BOX 47 
YOUNTVILLE CALIFORNIA 94599 
Street address'. 

7329 SILVERADO TRAIL 
NAPA CALIFORNIA 94558 

April 30, 2003 


GRAY DAVIS. GOVERNOR 




Notification Number R3-2002-0732 


Nlir. Terry Neudorf 
Santa Clara Valley Water District 
5750 Almaden Expressway 
San Jose, CA 95118-3686 

1601 LAKE AND STREAMBED ALTERATION AGREEMENT 

This agreement is issued by the Department of Fish and Game pursuant to Division 2, Chapter 6 of the California Fish 
and Game Code: 

WHEREAS, the applicant Terry Neudorf / Santa Clara Valley Water District, hereafter called the Operator, 
submitted a signed NOTIFICATION proposing to substantially divert or obstruct the natural flow of, or substantially change the 
bed, chaimel, or bank of, or use material from the streambed or lake of the following water: Guadalupe River, located in the 
Township 6S/7S and Range lE/1 W, in the County of Santa Clara, State of California; and 

WHEREAS, the Department has determined that such operations may substantially adversely affect existing fish and 
idlife resources including water quality, hydrology, aquatic or terrestrial plant or animal species; and 

WHEREAS, the project has undergone the appropriate review under the California Environmental Quality Act; and 

WHEREAS, the Operator shall undertake the project as proposed in the signed PROJECT DESCRIPTION and 
PROJECT CONDITIONS (attached). If the Operator changes the project from that described in the PROJECT 
DESCRIPTION and does not include the PROJECT CONDITIONS, this agreement is no longer valid; and 

WHEREAS, the agreement shall expire on December 31, 2004; with the work to occur according to the Project 
Description and Conditions; and 

WHEREAS, nothing in this agreement authorizes the Operator to trespass on any land or property, nor does it relieve 
the Operator of the responsibility for compliance with applicable Federal, State, or local laws or ordinances. Placement, or 
removal, of any material below the level of ordinary high water may come under the jurisdiction of the U. S. Army Corps of 
Engineers pursuant to Section 404 of the Clean Water Act; 

THEREFORE, the Operator may proceed with the project as described in the PROJECT DESCRIPTION and 
PROJECT CONDITIONS. A copy of this agreement, with attached PROJECT DESCRIPTION and PROJECT 
CONDITIONS, shall be provided to contractors and subcontractors and shall be in their possession at the work site. 


PROJECT MANAGEMENT 
FILE COPY 


Failure to comply with all conditions of this agreement may result in legal action. 

This agreement is approved by: I 

/^^Robert W. Floerke 
' Ilegional Manager 
Central Coast Region 

Kristine Atkinson 
Carl Wilcox 
Dave Johnston 
Warden Shelton 
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Notification Nniaber; R 3 - 2002-0732 
Giudaliipe Rivers SsBta Cbm Coanty 

Attn: Terry Neudoef 
Santa Clan VaOey Water District 
5750 Ahnadcai Expressway 
San Jes«,CA ^118-3686 

PROJECT DESCRlPnON and PROJECT CONDITIONS 


Deser^tion 

The Goadali^ River Dows northedy fiom ihe Santa Cniz Mountains tiirougb San Jose nod 
Santa Clara, Caiifonua, and into Alvtso Slough, which drains into Coyote Qeek and South Ssn 
Francisco Btty. The lower portion of die Guadalupe River no longer has the capachy to convey 
the 100-year flood flow-with appropriate fieeboard, due to accumulation of sedimetftaiKigramdi 
of vegetation in the channel, that bu occuned since the flood opacity was last hnproved in the 
1980's. The Santa Clara Vaiky Water District proposes to nsniove vegetsdon and sediment "bom 
the Guadalupe River bottom, construct floodwalls, raise existing levees, and coosOuct depr^sed 
maintenance roads and tamps at bridges to ie~cstabMi lOO-year capad^ in dm riwa', Dom I8S0 
<k>vvnstieam to the Alviso Marina. In addition, the existing eastbound Rle 237 Bridge over tlm 
Guadalupe River will be lejdaced. 

The following desci^jtion subsections describe general definhiems that pertain to this project, 
re8di-by-res<± descriptions, as well as s description of the replacsmcait of State Route 237 
bridge. 

General Descriptions 

Vegetation Management will be primarily conducted by hand or by U^t pressure machinery and 
the degree of management (Le., ^^gressive, moderate, limited) would be related to establisbed 
mamtcaaoce roi^hness values calculated for die design events. In gmaral, tmless otherwise 
specified, a miniinum 6.0 meter (20 feet) bufier strip will be established on both sides of the low 
flow dtanncl. Native riparian and wetland vegetation will be retained witfaiathe Im&r strip. 
NoD-narive vegetation vrill be controlled by herbicide ^jplication and cutting whhia the buScr 
strip. 

I 

•‘Aggressive vegetetirai management” wili involve the regular cutting of veg^ation to less than 
0 J m (1 ft) from die inboard levee hinge to the inboard levee hinge. Shaded riverine aquatic 
hdiitat will not be rfistuibed. 
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“Moderate vegetation managemeaf’ involves periodic removal of vegetation firan tbe overbanks 
and inboard Icvcc slopes. Flexible or herbaceous vegetation -would be cut to less than 0.3 in (1ft) 
and -will be re-cut when tbe vegetation exceeds 0.9 m (3ft) in height. When woody vegetation 
recruits exceed Um(5ft)theywiIlbecuttolcKflian03ni(lfl). Established woody 
vegetation (willows, cottonwoods, etc.) -will be maintained so that ovcriiangiiJg branches that arc 
at or less dual 6m (2ft) above the channel invert and that are greater than 0.15 m (6 in) in 
(Gameter will be trimm ed to maintain flow way 

“Limited vegetation management” involves the removal of snags and debris. 

Se dime nt and vegctatkm management activities will be conducted in tbe LGRP project area 
under the LGRP plan and under Stream Maintenance Program. 

Floodwalls will be constructed of reinforced concrete. Floodwall heights will vary with a 
maxim um height of approximately 132 m (4 ft) and will be constructed at the inboard hinge of 
the top of the levee. The floodwalls would be similar to Type 1 idaiiring-walls and-vTOold 
require excavatmg efthe top le-ves to place drilled piles or spread focaings. 


Material used to raise levees will be a coizQ»site of native material excavated ftom project 
acd-vities and unpoited clean filL Imported £01 will comprise the majorify of utilized fill as the 
project anticipates sods potentially impacted with elevated levels of mocaty and will be 
unsuitidilc. ^pacted soila will be removed and disposed of at an {qiproved hicility. 

Maintenance access roads and access ramps will require minimum 5.5 m (18 ft) in -width and -will 
be sur&ced with a 0.15 m (6 in) thick aggregate base. At bridges, all maintenance roads mid 
ramps wQl be concrete paved. 

Overbank areas include all areas ftom the toe of the inboard levees to -the top of the banks of -die 
low flow channel. Vegetation mani^ement in ovobaidc areas will avoid SRA habitaL 

Some outfalls -will require increased armoring at tbe discharge point ^.cl, a hardened surface 
comprised of rock revetment) to reduce bank erosion. A number of outfalls arc to be protected 
and avoided by the contractor (Protect in Place). Minor outfalls refer to small diameter (450 mm 
[18 in] or less) cul-veits that -would require linuted structural modifications to accommodate the 
lectHomended project. Major outfalls indicate large diameter, greater than 450 mm [18 in] 
culverts, pomps station outfalls that would require complete relocation, reconstruction or 
sidistantial modifications, sudi as new headwalls, gates, or riprap installation to accommodate 
the tccommciKJed iwjject. Ctaly two outftflswiU result in disturbance to-wctlaDds and occur on 
toe -westbank in Reach C. 

Reach Descriodoos: 

Reach A (1-880 to U.S. 101)wiII include floodwall consmicdon; aggressive, moderate, and 
limited vegeterion management avoiding a IS-ftmt riparian buiSbr on either side of -toe low flow 
channel; planting riparian vegetation; iqi to four rock weir invert stabilization structures; minor 
bank stabilization; and nrw roaintenance roads and ramps. A 2-fbot floodwall -will be constructed 
on top of both banks ftom Highway tOl to 98 tost iqistrcam. Ag^essive vegetatioo rnsnagemeat 
in the first 394 feet downstream of1-880, excluding the overiEqjf»ng U.S. Army Coqjs of 
Fngine era shaded riverine aquatic (SRA) mitigation area, involves regular cutting of vegetatiem 
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to a height Ics than 1 foot across ihc chaniiei. Moderate vegetation inanagcm«ait "will o<xur fiom 
the Highway 101 Bndge crossing to die downstream end of the Project, and involves allowing 
trees to reach a height of 5 herbaceous vegetation to reach a of 1 foot Liimted 

vegetation management is pennhted in die Craps’ SRA areas on either side of the low flow 

chmicel and involves the removal of snags and debris only. Appreximaiely 1.88 acres ofiipanBa 
vegetatton will be planted. Up to four rock weir stabilization structures will be installed at grade 
the channel h^ and banks, and are desigped to provide fish passage at all flows. 

A condmious dqrossed maintciance road wQl be constructed on the cast bank between Highway 
101 arri the Airport Island Bridge. On die in-board bank of tire depicted nmmtenancc road, 
only rock slope {aoteetkm (RSP) will be utilized. On the out-boaxd bank of the d^rtessed 
mainteaance lo^ 6 lineal meters of concrete wingwaD and 20 lineal meters of gabion mattress 
lining will be constructed immediately iqjstream of Highway lOl; 100 linear meters of earth bank 
with mitigation icvcgctation plantings will be provided between Highway 101 and Airport Island 
Brieve; 12 lineal meters of conacte slope protection will be installed beacsth the Airport Island 
Bridge. A lanqtfiom top of brokupstreani of the Airport Island Bridge to die depressed 
mamtei^nce road will be constructed. Onthein-boardbaokoftheramp, only RSP will be 
utilized to the 25-year flood event water surface. If construction is feasible, RSP wOI be vaflized 
to the top of baoL If not, gabions will be constructed. Non-mitigation revegetatitm wiD be 
planted outside of the 100 feet upstream and downstream of Iddges to the maximum exioid 
practicdile botii fiom the hydraulic and planting capabilities. On the out-board bank, mattreas 
gabion will be installed. 

On the west bark, to prov^ continuous access fenr maintenaace vdnei^ ramps fiom the top of 
bank to depressed maintenance road tademealh bridges will te constrireted at up^ream and 
downstream of lEghw^ 101 and Airport Parkway Bridges. At Highway 101, an the in-boaid 
bank of tire ramp, only RSP vriD be uiiUzed to the 25-year flood event water surface. If 
canstruction b feasible, RSP will be utifized to the top of bank. If not, gabions will be 
constnicted. 


At Airport Parkway Bridge, the ramps will be aligned to utilize the entire District’s ri^-of-way. 
Hie in-boBid bank of the ramps will be coostructed to tire flatted slope feaaUe and (mly RSF 
will be utilized to tire 25-year flood event water surfece. If construction is fiiasible, RSP will be 
utilized to tire top of bank. Ifnot,pbuHre will be constructed. Non-nutjgation revegetation will 
also be planted outside of tiie 100 feet iqistream and downstream ofbridges to tiie maximum 
ectend practicable both fiom the hydraulic and planting fapabilttiM- On the out-board bank, 
gabions will be installed. 

Reach B (U.S. 101 to Trimble Road)wiIl include kvee raising, levee setback, sedimeit and 
vegetatum removal, planting riparian vegetation, maintenance access road Improvements, atud 
outfen modifications. Levees (both banks) will be using jnedontinantly day-type earth 
materials, most of which will ^ imported fiomofisitc. in some pcatkms to 1 loot a^e existing 
elevations. Downstream of U.S. 101, the west bank levee will be set back an additional 80 fe^ 
fitxm its current location. To maintain chamtd c^recity, periodic sediment removai (not a part of 
SMP) and moderste vegetation management will occur in tbe overbank areas. Periodic uMxlctatc 
vegetation management will occur in the overbade areas and inboard levee slopes, avoiding a 
19.7-foot riparian bufier on either side of tire low flow channel. Approximately 2.23 acres of 
ripariso vegetaticMi will be planted. Maintenance roads on top of ^ levees will be widened to 
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meet the Tnimmiun width requirement of 18 feet, MaintenHnee acc ess road inqjrovcments 
include 0.15 m (6 inches) thick aggregate surfacing. Nuae outfalls will be protected in place (ic 
require no constnicdon or modification and tme minor out&U vvill require morfificaiiotL 

Reach C (Trimble Road to Montague Expressway) will include nunor levee raising, modoate 
vegetation managemeiit, sediment removal, planliiig iqKuian vegetation, and maintenance a cc ess 
roi improvements. Levees will be raised apjKoximately 1,6 feet on both banks. Levees will be 
cleared and graded, r'lpan fill will be used to raise the Icvec and will be compacted. An 
approximately 100-foot wide overflow channel will be re-cxcavaicd on the east beach along side 
tte low flow channel. Periodic sediment removal (included in die Stream M ainten a nc e Program) 
will occur in the re-excarvated overflow channel to maintain ca;»c%. Periodic moderate 
vegrlation management will occur in the rc-excavated overflow channel and inboard levee 
slopes, avoiding a 19.7-foot riparian bufer on either side of the low flow chatmeL 
Approximately 236 acres of riparian vegetation will be planted. Maintenance toads on top of fhe 
levees will be improved, (widoied where necessary and rcsur&ced with 0.15 m (6 indies) thick 
aggregate base) to meet the minimum width lequiiemcnt of 18 feet Anew 18 fi wide depressed 
raaintensnee road will be constructed on the east bank Concrete maintenance ramps, 
approximately 100 m long, and dqncsscd concrete maintenance roads will be constructed on 
l^nks at Trimble Road (concrete roads already built by CSJ) and Montague Expressway. 

Reach D (Montague Expressway to Hetch Hetdiy Aquaduct) will include minor levee raising, 
vegetation and sediment removal, maintenance access road improvements, and outfidl 
modifications. Levees will be raised 2 J feet Maintenance roads on top of the levees will be 
widened to meet tbe mimmum width requirement of 18 feet Overflow channels varying in width 
horn 5 to 16 m will be re-excavaXed to remove accumulated sediment in the ovcibank areas. The 
excavated channds will be approximately 710 m long on the east b«idi and 200 m long on the 
west beach. Periodic sediment removal will occur in the ic-excavated overflow dbanncls to 
maintain capacity. Periodic minor vegelatinn nmnHgprrn fftit will nrarnr in the arms ontside the ]00 
to 150-fbot riparian buffer areas. Only periodic limited vegetation management will occur in the 
riparian buffer area. Access ramps, (gr^el paved) approx. 60 m long, will connect the top of 
levee to depressed maintenance roads immc^ately i^istrcam of tbe Hetcb-Hetchy aqueduct 
crossing; one east bank gravel-paved maintoiance ramp will be constructed ^iprox. 500 m 
downstream of Montague exptessvfsy, eest and west bank gravel ramps will extend from the 
depressed maintenance roads up to the levee tops, and 100-120 mlong concrete ramps wiD 
extend from top of levees down to depressed roamtenance roads beneath Montague Eiqswy 
Bric%e). Five ws^t and five minor outMls will require modificadons. 

Reach E (Hctcfa Hetchy Aquaduct to Tasman Drive) will include minor levee raising, vegetation 
and serhment jemovaL maintenance access road improvemeals, and outfall modifications. 

Levees will be raised 1.6 feet wide Overflow c hannels , 7 to 16 m wide, will he re-excavated 
(725 m on east bench and 560 m on west bench) to remove accumulated sediment in tbe 
overbank areas. Periodic sedimrat removal will occur (included in SMP) in the re-excavated 
overflow channels to maintaia capacity. Periodic minor vegetation management will occur in tbe 
areas outside the 100 to 150-fbot riparian buffer areas. Only periodic limited vc^lation 
management will occur in tbe riparian buficr area. Mamtonance roads on of tbe le:vees will be 

widened to meet the mmimianwidtii requirement of 18 feet Aj^srox. 400 m upstream of 
Tasman Drive Bridge, existing de jscssed maintenance roads on both rides of channel (spprox. 
350 m long) will be upgraded to 5.5 min width and gravel paved Approx. 40 m Iraig access 
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ramps will be gravel paved, and will connect tbc depressed maintenance roads to ifae top of levees 
, immediateJy downstream of Hetch Hetcfay and 400 m upstream of Tasman Drive. New concrete 
paved depressed xsainteoance roads wid) 120 m long concrete ramps will be constnicted on botb 
bsziks to provide access beneato Tasman Drive. Two major and two mkurcont&lls will lequiR 
modifications. Kefi:r to the attached table for outMl construction descriptions and locarions. 

ReachP (Tasman Drive to Stale Roide 237}wil] include replacing the eastbound span of SR 237, 
floodwall ccsstrcctioii ssd kvee raising, levee rebaiMlitatioii, vegetation maaagemeniy 
nraintcnaoce access road improvements, and outfidi modifications. The eastbound cmissing at SR 
237 will be npiaced at a sli^tly higher eievatioa than the westbound exossiog to increase flood 
capacity and fieeboard. Because of lack of right of way imeded to raise the exisring levees, 1-m 
high fioodwaUs wO] be constructed of reinforced concrete along toe inboard levee hinge of the 

first 1,9<S9 feet of levees. The remaining levees will be raised on average 2J fi»i using dean fill 
and sur fa ced wifi) aggregate base; Concrete paved, 5.5 m vride maintaumce ramp s (qqirox. 110 
-120 m long) and depressed mamtenance ro^ (70 m long) will be cqnstracted at St Rte 237 and 
TasmaoDrive; Sediment management has not bees identified for this reach but aggressive 
vegeiaticQ managemesl win be requited at tbe be ginning of each flood season throughout the 
reach outside of a 19.7-foot bu(f^ along the low flow fdumnrl Six major and two minor out&iis 
vrill leqnitc modificatiODs. 

Reach G (State Route 237 to die UPRR Bridge in A]viso),fiDni SR 237 to the UPRR will include 
floodwali cansUuctioD, vegetatiiui and sedimait removal, maintenance access iX)ad 
improvemflots inchiding new constnictitm of depressed maintcaance roads, md outfall 
tpodificadmg. Because oftbeladcofrightofwa^ needed to raise die levees and to avoid 
wetland encroachment, floodwails will he constructed on the inboard levee hinge. Sedimaxtand 
vegetation wfll be r^noved to a depth of 3.28 feet ibr a width of39.36 feet along tbe edge of the 
deprgsed maintcnaicc roads (Vegetatiqa will be removed by band. Sediment icmoval will 
involve equipment to dredge mateial). Aggressive vegetafion manj^em^t through herbicide 
^iplication (Roundly will be the principal herbicide used and will be applied with hand 
applicators) will be used to coiUrol the growth of dense tule vegetation in tbe temaining overbank 
areas. A 19.7-fbot bu&r along the low flow channel will be avoided. Obsessed maintenance 
will be coDsttocted along the toe of die existing levees to provide access to sediinest and 
vegetation management areas and will be surfeced with 0.15 m (6 in) aggregate base. A 60 m 
long depressed mamteoance road with a 25 m ioi^ gravel paved tamp will be contracted 
between UPRR Bridge and Gold Street Bridge, along irntdi side of cbanneL Ui^treanr of Gold 
Street, on nmtbedy side of riv^, die dqnessed maintenance road will be abont 340 m long, whh 
a gravel paved ramp 400 m upstream of Gold Street On the soutberly side of river the dc^«ssed 
mmoteoBoce road will be approx. 700 m iemg, with gravel paved 25 m long tamps 130 m 
i^istream of Gold Street and 100 m downstream of Suue Route 237. Three major »T>d two mhasr 
out&Ib vifOi require morfification. 

The Bayiands portion of the Project involves vcgctaiion manageasent, ieves constroedoa. 54 m 
long and 20 m long, by 0.5 m Ugh, concrete floodwalls at top ofli^ee,coostrucfion of an 
overflow weir opposite Alviso, levee repair, and pumping activities. Vegetation alm^ 
app rox i mately 738 linear feet ofdie east bank ofAlviso Slough Would be aggiassfvely managed 
to lower floodwater cievatioos. An overflow weir would be constrocted between Alviso Slough 
and Pond A8 to prevent flooding in tbe community of Alviso. The weir wiD be ctaistracted of 
articulaied comacte mats (ACM). The ACM at fisc top oflevee will be covered with topsoil and 
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hydoseeded Construction will requite a staging area around the location of die weir to be 
dcared and devraiercdif neccsaty j^ond ride] to allow construction equipmoit access to import 
materials and put in place). This overfiowwcff would be ^proxunatcly 82 feet by 1,000 feet, 
and would be constructed on an existing ieveethatis cuirailly overtopped during flows. 

Thc weir will provide a hardened sjsUway for floodflows to overtop ti>e salt pood levee at the 
same ejevatkm as the cxistii^ levee suifece and also protect the levee from erosion). The 
spilway will be designed to overtr^ flows into Cargill Salt Ponds A5, Ati, A7, A8D, and A8W. 
The sotuhoiy levee of Poad A6 contasss three low s|pots tiiai allow rare flood flows to enter Pond 
A6 from Pemds A5 and A7. These low spots on the Icvcc, cu m u l atively, are apfKOxiinaieiy 1300 
feet long by 40 feet wide and will be annored with articulated concrete mats and backfilled with 
native to prcrnitlcvco&ilure due to the potential overtopping. A pumping plan will be 
ii npl f Ti\mtwl after flooding to de-wattt critical enviiunmenta] areas in the salt ponds. The water 
will be pumped back into Ahtiso Slou^ and Gtadalupe Slot^i. 

BiidEe Descriptiem: 

The operator proposes to replace the existing 8-span 71.0 ureter long by 253 meter wide 
castbound br^ge with a sew P-span structure that would be 82.2 ipetots long by 33.9 meters 
wide. A portion oftbe new bridge, 4.8 meters wide, required for trafiSchandls^ during 
construction, will be demolished, icsultiiig in a final new widtit of 29.1 meters. The 

easfbound structure rqdacemeQt wQl consist of two mnfbrced concrete abutments siqipt^ted m 
piles, and eight pile-extension piers, provii&igsiqxpott to a reinforced concrete slab bridge. The 
west bound bridge will remain in place. 

Reinforced concrete dq^ressed maudtrtance roads (53 meters wide) are prrqx^ed beneath tiie 
new easibound and existing westbound brides, adjacent to alHitnicnts. The c^tedy abutment of 
the existing westbound bridge is outside of the existing river east levee, therefore, excavation of 
the waterside portion of tins levee is necessary to accommodate tire revised channel sb^ie, axul 
the (fepressed maintenazKC road. A jetnfeiced concrete floodwail, si^ported on a spread faotiog, 
will be beneath tire existing westbound bridge to su{poittire ranamiDg peution of tiie east levee;. 
This floodwail will be aligned witii the cast abutment of the irew eastbound bridge. 

Reinforced concrete mairrtenance ramps, 5.5 meters wide and varying in length frtHD 95 to 110 
meters, win connect the depressed maititenance roads at each tipRream and downstream comer 
of the bridges to tire tops of the east or west liver levees. Construction of these nudntenance 
ramps will require cxcavatiim of existing levee material and construction of reinfeueed concrete 
retaining walls supported on pile or spread footing frnmdations. 

ExcavatitHj would be required in the riianncl (approximately 3^00 cubic meters) to construct the 
Inidge frnmdstiona, tire depressed maintcoaiice roads and the pier webwaOa. Excavation of the 
existing levees (approximate^ 1,900 cubic meters) would berrecessaiy to construct the proposed 
maintenance ramps. A|^3rQximate}y2,600citi»cineteisof5oilfili would be required to complete 
new waterside levee slopes, bdow the newimamtenaoce rmnps. 


Aj^noximalely 2,200 ton (1,144 cubic metas) of rock slope ^tection (RSP - 1/2 ton class by 
13 meter thick) vrill be placed on the river bulk, from tiie waterside edge of each depressed 
maintenance road to 2 nreters beyond tire pier nearcat the roamteoance road (total width of RSP 
iqqHOximately 5 meters). The RSP will extend 10 meters tqisfream of tire new eastbeund bridge 
md 10 meters ifewnstream of the existing westbound brid^ 
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la addinon, the two 48-inch CMP culverts coonccting the VTA MitJgattwi Site to the river @ the 
northwest quadrant of the project ana, wiD be extended qjinoxinialcly 6 meters towards the river 
centerline to accommodate a msin^iance ramp. The existing sacked coocrete slope protection 
around diese pipes would be rqrlaccd a^iproximately 384 ton (200 cubic meteis)of 1/2 ton 
RSP placed on the new levee slope bank. 

Constructioa af ti^ new bridge will be accompli^ied in 3 stages. In the first stagey the existing 
traffic lanes would be shifted to the soutbero portion of the existing bridge, after which dre 
northern portiiHi of the bridge would be icmovai The demolition would include the bridge deck 
and the pile extensions and ‘^ebwalls” ^rindi span between the existing piles, down to an 
elcvatkm of a few feet below the existing ground surface. Shallow excavation of the ground at 
the ptte locarioos would be necessary fia- removal of dK existing piks and Access 

to, and operation of constiuction equipment at, the channel surface would be necessary for 
rernovai of the existing bridge. Demolition would be condiurted so dial debris would not be 
allowed to &11 into the river. AH demolished materiab would be removed fiom the project site. 

Upon completion of the demolition process, new piles would be driven in line with the piles just 
removed. Access to die river channel for the pile-driving rig would be necessary. Upon 
completion of this substructure work, teuqroiaiy stq>p<»ts for the concrete deck pour would either 
be placed in the channel bottom or attariied to die new pile extensions. The deck would be 
poured and the tempormy siq^wits removed, vdien the concrete has hardened sufficiently. 

In the second stage of construction, traffic would be shifted to the newly built stcuctore. The 
remaining portion of the existiirg bridge would tbtm be removed and the rest of the new bridge 
constructed in a fashion similar to that described above. The two halves of the structure would 
be subsequently connected by a closure pour, after which tfac tca jpor ary supports would be 
removed. New “wtibwaHs” would be constructed at all eight new piers of the easftwucd bridge 
and at one westoound Imdge pier, west of the new floodwaS. 

A third construction stage would include demolitian of the norfheriy 4.8 meters of the new 
bridge, including piers. Following this weak, the depressed maintenance roads and ramps would 
be constructed, utilizing cooventionBl excavation, b^kfili and grading equipment and 
techniques. 

Two of the dglu piers supporting the feidge arc currently within the low flow charmej of the 
river bed. Prior to lemoval of these two existing piers and construction of the new ones, 
dewatering of the low flow channel immediately adjaxnt to the piers would be necessary. The 
contractor would dewater by dxTving sheet 3 ules around tiie fouo^on work area, or by creating a 
temporary waterway cut along the river bed outside of the immediate work area, fiom 30 meters 
upstream to 30 meters downstream oftbe new and existing bridges. The temporary waterway 
would be approximately the same width and ckpth as the eristing low flow channeL After 
coDStniction, the low flow cbarmel would be re-established in its n riginal locatioli and size. 

Earth temoved would be replaced and compacted to 85 percent relative contraction after 
construction. No impacts to the existing low flow channel are antkapated during ooDStcuction of 
the mainteaance ramps and roads. Dewatming of grouadw^rrcqrizedfmconstFocfioa would 
be accooqjiishcd in accordance with the pollution control and water quality requirements in the 
construction documents and RWQCB Order. 
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The operator proposes to remove all vegetHtioo fiom 30 metes upstream of the new easdtouod 
bridge to 30 meters downstream of the existing westbound bridge. In additioi, the existing levee 
sidesiopcs and toes at dje four comets of the bridges will be cleared of vt^ctation for a length of 
apjaoXimatdiy 100 meters i^rstieam and downstream of this 30Hmete limit, to fodlitate 
mainteiiance ramp c<ni:muction. The total area of temporary and permanent impacts for bridge 
and maintenance ramp^ioad construction @ Rlc 237 is ^^aroximatciy 1.9 IteXarcs (4.6 aaesX 
when tops of banka are hschidsd. Tbs eight new piers for the castbound bridge constructed 
wtddn river channel would be 34.5 metes long and 0.45 meter wide each. They would 
logcflicr pennanentiy impact 124 square mders of riverbed (tfiisis essentially a similar impact 
as the existing castbound bridge). The depresed maintenance roads beneath tbe bridges, with 
RSP, would be ^qrroximately 10J meters wide by 75 nteers long, or approximately 1,575 
square meters of penaBnent impact for both roads. Levee £11 needed to construct the sew 
maintecance ramps would prtxhice a pomaneztt impact on approximatsly 950 square meters of 
existing river bed. 

No impacts to woody vegetation would occur from this bridge zeplaceznesit jBojcct The total 
impact area noted above is dominated by rudetai vegetation that is legolarly disturb^ 1^ chanod 
maintenance acrivities, ami dominated by invasive, non-native ^xcies. The qieiatar plans to 
cover all distmbed levee slopes widi an erosion control hydroseed mix of nadve grasses. 

This bridge project also includes the temporary and permanent reiocstion of an existing San Jos; 
Municipal Water Service 10-indi diameter pipe, tite is attached to tbe existing easfooandlnidge. 
Excavation necessary to relocaie the pqw wil! be at the tops of the botii banks, atgsoximatcly 
five feet deep, and located adjaemtto foe excavation of the tops of the banks for the new bridge 
abutmate. Removal and replacement of existing electrical, kri^ioD and communication utility 
diKts on foe e^bound bridge wiU also be teqoired. No channel excavation or iiO would be 
required for these utility relocations. 

Cenditioiia 

1. In order to ovoid foe primary migration and spawning periods ofsteelhead, all work 
below the top of bonk (*ui-diaimel construction") will occur between May 1 and October 
15. SirKeoutmigratingjuvcnilesteelheadmaystillbeprcseiUmtheiiverdoringthe 
initial part of this work window, ctmstroction activity can. proceed in foe month of May 
only if average daily stream temperatures at a location to be approved of by NOAA 
Fisheries have exceeded fiir at least five ctmsecutive days. Any constntekm that 
does occur prior to June 1 wiD not involve dewatering, flow diversion, or work within, tbe 
yteted stream. Cofierdam constructioo associated widi in-channel work occurring 
between September 1 and October 15 will provide uninternq>ted upstream passage around 
construction sites and dewatered areas. Specific stream monitoring methods and 
repOTting rcquircinents wdll be coordinated with NOAA Fisheries sad foe CafifomJa 
Ocpartraeol of Fish ami Game (DFG). Revegetatian wodtis not /vwfinfH tO foe May 1- 
October L5 work window, 

2, If any adult Chinook salmon arrive at the coficr dam sites before foe cad of foe 
ctmstruction (befijre October 15), upstream passage fin’ Chinoak salmon shall bejKovided 
through or around construction sites firom Septenber 1 foiou^ October 15, 
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3. If non-listcd fisheries or non-Iisted native axjuatic vertelffates are present when 

cofferdams, water bypass structures, and sih bariias arc to be installed, a and nadve 
aquatic vertebrate relocation plan shan be implancntcd to easuic that fish and oafive 
aquatic vertebrates are not stmoded. Relocation efforts will be based on the District’s 
Fish Relocation Guidelines. 

a) In non-tidal channels, wfacre water is to be diverted, prior to the start of work or during 
tbe installation of water diversion structures, Don-4isted native aquatic vertebrates shall be 
enured in the work aten and transioTcd to another reach as detenmned by a qualified ^ 
biologist. Timing of work in streams that supports a significant number of amphilnans 
will be delayed uadi metamoiphosis occurs to mmiTniye impacts to the resource. Capture 
and relocation of aquadc native vert^Hates is not required at intfividual project sites when 
site condhioQs preclude reasonably effective opetadon of ca^Auie gear and equipnient. 

b) Aquatic invertebrates will not ^ transferred (other than inddei^ catches) because of 
their anticipated abundance ami colonizadrm after completion of the repair work. 


4. Qualified biologists may take and relocate fieshwater fishes and mvert^nates, excluding 
stsoc^pi exceptions as listed in tbe spoitfi^lmrg regulations. You uBremit handle any of 
tbe fully protected species listed in Fish and Game Code Sccdon 5050. Seasons and size 
limits .shall not aj^y. Specimens of threatened or codangeicd species inadvertently taken 
shall be immediately released and rqwrted to the DFG’s H^hat Omservadon Planning 
Branch in Sacramento at (916) 653-4875, and to Ms. Kristine Atkinson at 831-427-2638 
within two business days. 

a) Authorized methods of take are hand, seine, dip net, or minnow tis^ when marked with 
the permit number. 

b) You may clcctrofish when appropri ate. This method of take is not pennitted for 
collections in areas that mi^ a&ct species listed under die California Endangered 
Species Act (CESA) or the Federal Endangered Species Act (ESA) 

c) The methods of take in Items “a” and "b” above arc not pwmitted tor collections that 
could result in direct or in&ect capture of any species listed under CESA or ESA, nor are 
collections permitted within prttical habitat of any ^>ecies listed under CESA or ESA, 
unless pennittee has in possession while collecting a Pish and Ganac Code Section2081 
Memorandum of Undentanding (MOD) pursuant to CESA, or a Federal pennit fiir 
collecdoos in areas that affect species listed uruler ESA, or bothan MOU and a 
permit for species listed under both Cl^A and ESA that provide for such coOes^toos, 

Any take of steclhead {Onckorynchus inykiss)or California led-leggcd frogs (Rano aurora 
drqytonifii both species Federally listed as “threatened,*’ diall require written aj^iroval by 
Section 7 or 10 consultation under ESA and such aj^^roval sl^l be in possession (h iring 
collection. Fall-run Chinook sahuiai (Onchoryrtchus ishawytschd), a Califomia specie of 
special concern, requne written ap|m>val from DFG prior to relocafirai and such aqiproval 
shall he in possession during collection. All MOUs or j > e. rT T iita are in addition to written 
aufoorization for all collections from the DFG Environmental Scientist responsiWe for foe 
area of colfcction. 

d) A monthly report shah be sent to foe Eavironmcnial Scientist of any and all collections 
made under the authority of this Letter of Pennission. Dte report shall Include the 
location, date, time and duration of the collections; the release location and time; foe 
species and numbers of each species collected; and an estimate of any short- 
tcim/imm e d i a T e mortalities that resulted from the rescue. If more than 50 individuals of 
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dl aquatic gjccics combined are rescued pet day or location, thco best estimates of the 
numbw of individuals rescued per species can be substitmed for actual counts in tiae 
TsporL The report may be sent to Ms. Atkinson at Post Office Box 999, Santa Ciuz, CA 
95061-0999; or via en^ at lfat1on<fm/ d)dfe.cajov: or by fax to (831) 427-2638 (call first 
to arrange &x hookup). 

c) This Sttram Aheiatian Agreement (SAA) ^tall be in your possession during all 
rescues. It shall be vrdid during the time period ftirconqjleting-wDik subject to the SAA 
M K3-2002-0732 am soai] ejqare will: tbs SAA on December 31,2004, If ftae are any 
questions regarding this autbonzation. please contact Ms. Kristine Atldnson, 

Envmaunenta] Scientist, at (831) 427-2638 or Mr. Kevan Urquhart, S^or JRsheries 
Biologic at (831) 649-2882. 

5. Any activity that temporarily diverts flow fimm any segment of the river shall require 
implementation of the foUtming measures: 

a) Be&ms flow is diverted culverts and siphtmsshail hern jriace so tiiat the flow to rivet 
segments dow ns tream fiwp the constnifctioa site shall not be intenupted. 

b) Flow shall be mciensesialiy diverted firan the sfected river segment at the upstream 
boundary with divetsioii progressiveiy increasing over a 4 hour period in the 
following irKsements; 50pcreenl, 75 percent, 90 percent, and 100 percent 
InaeisentBl redaction in flow shaQ allow fish in the aficctcd areas to move 
downstream. 

c) AH native aquatic ^rtebrates shall be tesQoved by a qualified farologistpdor to 
dewatering. Native aquatic vertebrates sh^ be remove fiom pools remaining afisr 
flow is diverted fiom the liver segment and shall be relocated to a location (ia tile 
same watershed) deemed approjmate by a qimiified biologist 

6. When work in a flowing stream is unavoidable, die entire stream flow daH be diverted 
arooiui the work area by a barrier, tenrpotaiy cnlveit, and/or a new channel capable of 
petmittii^ upstream and downstream fish movsnenL Construction of the barrier and/or 
new draoscl si»ll nonnally begin in tbe downstream area and contims in an rqrsbreaia 
direction, and tire flow aball be diverted oaily when constructioo of tire diversion is 
coirqikrted. The water diveraon plan shall allow stream flows to gravi^ flow around or 
tiirougb the work tite using tenrporazy culverts or stream flow is pumped around the wodc 
site using pumps and screened hoses. CofBa-dam coostmetiop shall te adequate to 
prevent seqpage into ot fiom the wodt area. Coffer dams and/or in-chaimei bmms idiali 
be constructed of rivw gravel with fines content tiiat is less titan 15%. Fines arc defined 
as material timt is able to pass through & #20 sieve. Coficr iWn«t be installed both 
upstream and downstream not more than 50 foel fiom the extent oftbewteok area. The 
entire weak area shall be dewatered. The sociosuie aod tire supportive material <3iall be 
removed wdten tire work is ocoDpletcd and tire resreval shall normaHy proceed fiom 
downstream in an i^Tstrcam directimi. Normal flows shall be restirt^ to tire effected 
stream inanerflately upon completion of work at that location. 

7. When any dam (any artificial obstruction) is being constructed, mainlaiscd, or placed in 

operation, sufficient water shall at all times be allowed to pass downstream to mamtam 
fi.tiriife below tire dam persuam to aad Game Code S^on 5937. 

8. A qualified fisheries biologist shaH monitor coffer dam constmetion to ensure the take of ' 
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steelhead does not occur. 

9. Tbs project site has been identified as an area that is potentially mbablted by the a 
federally listed as tbreatcacd, due Caiifbmia rcd-leggrf ftog (CRUF), aadhy tinee specits 
Federally arid Slate listed as endangered, the salt marsh harvest mouse, tiic Califonaa 
Qajqjer Rad. and the California Least Tern. The operator is required to comply'witii all 
«^}|dkable state and federal laws, tiv»hidTng the California aito Federal Endangered 
Spades Acts. This agreaneni does riot aathorizc toe take ofany slate or fedesally listed 
species. liability for the take or incidental take of such listed spedesrenjaina the 
rcspimsihilityoftheOittatorfwthedBffationofthcprpject. Aiiy unsollHHizedtdccof 
such tisted species may lesoh in tiie prosecution and raillification of the AgresinesL 

10. Knowledgeable and cxpeiienced biologists approved by the Department and retained by 

the District as biologicai monitors, shall be present during ail Project activities witoic 
areas of Salt Marsh Harvest Mou» (SMHM) and California Clapper Rail (CCR) habitat 
tohelpavoidnKXlalityoriitiurytoiiidividiialSMHMaodCCR, and to minimise 
disturbence to the habitat A biologist who holds or is named tm a valid lOfaX^X'^) 
Federal Scientific Collection permit issued by the Service orv^ is ^tedfically named in 
toe U.S. llsh and Wtldlife Service Biologicai Opinioti tor tins |SQjo:t, for handling 
SMHM and CCR Qiaemafier referred to as “permitted biolo^") shall be toe only 
biologist allowed to handle SMHM and CCR. Non-pennitted biological momtxas may be 
p i e sea t to help monitor mainteaaxtee activities. All biologicai monitors shall provide 
quality control and quality assurance tor inqrlcmcntation of toe measures to avoid 
mortality or injury to SMHM and CCR. Tlte biological monitocs essute cmnpliance 

with toe measures provided in this Apeement The biological nmnitors shall inspect 
each activity area daily immediately befare activities begin and cootuxoalfy monitor in 
advance oflhcwofd^ crew. Ax any time that a SMHM or CCR is tound in tlK work area, 
vrark shall ccasc until toe animal moves out of the wtsk aaa. 

11. The Dirorict and its contractors and agents working in SMHM and CCR habitat toall 

provide biologica] mimitors with toe express authority to order any umsedlate changes in 
Project activities that are necessary to avert a risk of imminait mortality or iquty to 
SMHM and/or CCR, and to stc^ any activi^ that cannot be or has sot been into 

immediate compliance. The Department shall be notified the same day or within 24 
hours of ciicumstaQces that led biological monitors to hah work or to otoerwise avert 
tiueatened mottafity or injury to SMHM and/or CCR. 

12. One biological monitor shall be present on a CQQtinuoas basis tor each of the following 
activities in SMHM and/or CCR habitat: 

a. Any earth moving activity, including but sol limited to excavation, boring, 
drilling, or placement of fill 

b. MovcmentofaaycquipiseQtlaigertbanapidaiptnick. 

1 

13. A biological nKmitor shall inspect underneath any vehicle for SMHM On areas where 
SMHM may occur) that is parked tor 30 minutes or more izomediateiy prior to moving 
the Vfbide. 
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14. TTie District, its contractors and agents, shall condtKt an orientation progrHia for all 
peraons who will work in SMHM and CCR habitat. The program sl^ consist of a Imef 
prcscDtatioo from a pennitted biologist, knowledgeable atout ibe biology of Ibe SMHM 
arxi CCR. The edm^on program shall iiKhide a discussion of the biology of the SMHM 
and CCR, the habitat needs of dicsc spedes, and their status tinde r Califrimia End a ng ered 
Species Act and die Fi^ and Game Code. A fret sheet containing this infismanon riiall 
also be prepaed and distributed. Upon compietioo of tl» orientatiaa, cmplt^ees shall 
sign a frzm staring that they gttcoded the traimog. These forms diall be submitted to the 
Department. 

15. Peisonnei who detect any mice OT CCR on site shall immediately report ihcir finding to a 
biolc^cal monitor. The biological shall determine if the r^rted mouse is a SMHM. If 
the biological monitor detennines that foe detected moose is a SMHM, or if a CCR has 
been detected then wtxdt shall cease until the animal moves out of the woik area. 

16. Iftfac District, w any ofiis employees, contractors or agents kills or injvnes an individual 
SMHM or CCR, or finds any $u<foanima] dead or iiyut^ project activities in the habitat 
shall immediately cease and the Department and Service shall be notified within 30 
minutes of foe discovery. 

17. Any dead or injneed animal shall be turned over to the Department, foe Service or its 
agent 

18. A written report detailing foe date, time, location, and genera! circumstances under wfaidi 
a dead or injured individual SMHM or CCR was foimd shall be submitted to foe 
Department and the Service no later than force (3) business days following foe me id ent 

19. All biological monitors shall be supplied wifo cellular phones for foe purpose of efScient 
commumcadoa in SMHM and CCR habitat 

20. The levee constnictioo activity site shall be surveyed by qualified biologists for nesting 
birds in conformance to foe USFWS Clapper Bail protocol no more than 30 days prior to 
starting the levee construction activities. In addidon, fonnal surveys shall be conducted 
for Califomia Least turn and snowy plover 30 days prior to staniDg levee construedon 
activities. In areas where nesting birds axe found or likely to occur, the construction 
period shall be modified so foat work is not done during active nesdng in foe area and/m 
tg)propriate buffers have been established b consultation with a qualified biologist, the 
Department, aaid the USFWS. 

21. Prior to bridge replacement coostructiem, a survey shall be conducted by a qualified 
biologistfor bats and birds. If tets or birds are ftrand to he nearing on the bridge to be 
replaced, work tm foe bridge cq)x^ons shall cease. No bats or birds shall be fosturbed 
-whbout ^lecific notice to and consultaricai wifo the D^iartment. The Dqjaitmcnt 
reserves foe ri^t to provide addbonai provisions to fois Agreement designed to protect 
bats and birds which mt^ be roosting/nesting <m the brid^ The survey results shall be 
irporied m writing to tlK Depentment 

22. Prior to constmetion activitka, a survey shall be conducted by a qualified biologist for 
CJwrjcox-'s Initlaia ^ ' Atoclficacion Mm£>er XJ-Z0o2'0f32 
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BBSdng raptors. If raptors arc nesting, there shall be no impacts to habitat within 250 fiwt 
of the raptor nests trees during the nesting season (01 Febnnay-Ol August). District 
Guidelines on Migtstoty Bird Treaty Act, in addition, ihaU be followed un les s oitocrwisc 
specified in this Agre^nenL The survey results shall be repotted in wiifing to the 
DqMuttneoL 

23. Within 48 hours prior to beginning spre^ing and tben commencement of nxnvnig 
opeistiouS, a qasHSed biologist shall survey the woiic area for western pond turtles. If 
any turdes are fbond, they afaaU .be irmnedialdy rdorated to portions of the river dmt will 
remain uocfistuibed and arc at least 100 meters fitnn any pnposed disturbance. 

24. Prior to project constnictKHi, protocol burrowing owl surveys drafl be conducted by a 
qoalifiod biologist during the nesting seastm. If burrowing owls ate observed on site, 
three shall be no impacts to any habitat within 250 feet of the nest bunow until the end of 
the nesting seastm in Older to minimize the chance of take. Habitat mitigations will be 
required £br any impacts to bnnowing owl habitat. Preconstniction surveys ^tail be 
conducted witfain two (2) weeks prior to any gmuod disturbing activities on the 
regardless of whether or not nesting ow4s were observed during the protocol surveys. 

25. A quah&d biologist (^miliar with the sensitive species that could be present at die 
Guadalupe Kiver {»oject rites) shall enstse that no sensitive plants and comnumities are 
present in areas where vegetation will be impacted prior to construction activities. All 
sensitive plants shall be surrounded by orange fencing. The surveying shall be drme 
within 30 days befiirc ccmstrtKtion be^ns. 

26. Ifa stream channel has been altered during operations, its low flow channel shall be 
returned as nsariy as possible to its natural state widiout creating a fiiture breik erosion 
probleni. The gradient of the streanzbed shall be as nearly as possible 1o the same 
gradient as existed |xior to disturbance. 

27. StracturesandBS50datedmaieria]snotdc3ign»itowiihstandhighseasona]flowsshallbe 
removed to areas above the high water mark bedTore sudi flows occur. 

28. Gabion baskets shall not be utilized below the ordinary Mgh water fine. 

29. Erosion control measures riiall be utilized throughout all phases of the operation where 

sediment runoff fiom exposed slopes threatens to enter waters of the State. At no time 
shall silt laden runoff be allowed to enter waters of the State. At no time riudlsih runoff 
be allowed to enter the stream K be placed where it enter &e stream. 

30. Staging and storage areas ibr egrripmect, materiak, fijela, lubricants, and solvents, riiall 
be located outride of tbe stream chanoe! and banks. Stationary equipment sudi as 
mouHB, fijcl-powerttd pumps, gaieratois, compressors, and welders, located within or 

' adjacent to the streams shall be positioned ovre drip pans. Any equipment ot vdndes 

driven and/or operated within or adjacent to the stream ^.hall be checked and maintained 
daily, to prevent leaks of nraicriaJs tiat if introduced to water conld be deleterious to 
aquatic life. Vriiicles shall be moved away from the stream prior to refueling and 
lubdcation. 
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31. Wash water costaining mod or sili from aggregate ws^ng or other operations shall not 
be allowed to enter a lake or flowing stream. 

32. Silty/tuiirid water from the excavation and/or project activities shall not be discharged 
into the stream, lake, or into the storm drains. Such water shall be pumped into aholding 
facility or into a settling pond located in flat ^^le areas outside of the stream channel, or 
sprayed oy& a Is^ area catside of lbs scream channel or lake to allow for natural 
ffiUatiott of sediments. At no time shall tuihtd wate i&om the settling poods be allowed 
to eater back into the ^leam channel until water is clear of silt 

33. Turbidity levels within all streams and drainages on fljc site shall not exceed 50 NTU’s 
over the background levels. 

34. Poured concrete shall be excluded from the wetted channel fbr a period of 30 diQrs after h 
is poured. During that time die poured concrete shall be kept moist, and runoff from the 
wet sacked concrete shall not be allowed to enter the live stream. Commercial sealants 
(e.g. Deep Seal, Elasto-Deck BT Reservoir Grade) may be applied to the poured concrete 
surface where difficulty in excluding water flow for a long period of time may occar. If 
sealairt b used, water shall be excluded from the site until ^ sealant b dry. 

35. All concrete detuis and anfrropogenic trash resulting from this Project shall be removed 
from tbe bed, bank, and channels. 

36. TIk herbicide used shall be Aquamaster. Appikadcai shall be in accordance with the 
EPA pubticadon eatitled Protecting Endangered Species: Interim Measitres for ute of 
Herbicides in Santa Clara County. All herbicide use shall be convicted by October 31 
and no spraying shall lake place if lain b forecast within 72 hours. 

37. Mowing shall be carried out by the use of low jaessuremeduauzedequipncsit operating 
in the channel or by tbe use of hand tools. 

3S. Machinery, including hand tolls, shall not be fueled or maintained in the channel; ail 
eqtupment sfaaU be removed from the channel before being fueled or serviced. 

39. The portion oftbe channel whhin 6 meters ofthe low flow channel shall not be sprayed, 
mowed, or otherwise disturbed, within &c excqition of exotic vegetation removal in 
reaches A, B, and C as noted in the Project Description above. 


40. Disturbance or removal of vegetation shall not exceed the minimum necessary to 

coixqilete opetadons. hnpacted riparian vegetation shall be replaced on-^ at a mmiinnm 
3:1 ratio (replacement: loss). The Proposed Project is expected to impact apprcndinately 
2.16 acres of riparian vegetation and therefore a minimum of 6,48 tides of on-site 
riparian mhigatkm shall be provided. On-^te mitigation areas shall he implemented as 
stated in the Lower Guadalupe River Protection Project Mitigation and Monitoring Plan 
{MMPXAugust 07,2002). The Reach A (located between U.S. 10! and Airport 
Parkway) mitigation area shall include planting liiarian vegetalimi on the cast and west 
banks ofthe river within 15 feet of the low-flow channel and planting the bank and lower 
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lloodplain a<L<!nn atr<^ wMi the levcc setback area on tbc cast bank (between U-S. 101 and 
die Aiipoit Island Bridge). A minimum of LS8 acres of riparian mitigatiotr siail be 
implemented at Reach A. The Reach B (located between Trimble Road and U.S. 101) 
mirigarion area shall include planting on die created flood plain and die lower oae-diiid of 
the setback levee. A Tninimam of 2J23 acres of riparian mitigation shall be implemented 
at Reach B. The Reach C (located between Monte^ne Expressway and Trimble Road) 
nritigarion area shall consist of 18 planting areas, totaling 237 acres. 


41. Iiiqjactsto wetlandsshalliKitcxccedthcminimBmnccessaiytocora^jleteopetatioDS- 
Impacted tradasds shall be xspiated on-site at a minimum 2:1 ratio (replacement: Joss) 
for permanent impacts and a minimum 1:1 r^io for tcmporaiy impacts. The Proposed 
Project will pcimanendy impact 0.43 acres ofwcllandsandtcajpofarilyuizpact3.34 acres 
ofwetiamis. Mitigation areas shall be implemented as stated in the Lower Guadalupe 
River Protection Project Mitigation and M^ordtoring Plan (MMP) (August 07,2002). 


42. 


43. 


As per e-mail from Teny Neudorf, Santa Clara Valley Water District (April 4,2003) the District's 
contractor removed an additional 2.04 acres in the Fall of2002, under Streambed Alteration 
Agreement R3-2002-0821. The District will assess the recovery of the unauthorized vegetation 
clearing and report to the CDFG within 4 months of the date of this agreement on the health and 
vigor of vegetation in the affected area and its use by wildlife in comparison to unaltered adjacent 
areas. If the area of unauthorized clearing has not recovered to its pre-clearing condition, the 
District will compensate for the loss of habitat value by restoration of up to 2 acres of brackish 
, tidal marsh habitat within the appro.ximately 3.50 acres of existing upland habitat that is currently 
I dominated by niderai vegetation that will be excavated on the east side of the overflow weir 
' downstream of the UPRR bridge. Soil excavation will result in an increase of 3.30 acres of tidal 
' freshwater marsh habitat in the project area. This area is currently higher in elevation than the 
. adjacent tidal marsh. Following e.xcavation, this area will be lowered to an elevation similar to 
the tidal marsh zone and is expected to become colonized by wetland vegetation (i.e., rule, cattail, 
burreed, and California bulrush). The amount of replacement habitat will be determined by 
comparing the habitat quality of the cleared area, condition of vegetation and wildlife use, against 
adjacent unaltered habitat The amount of compensation habitat will be based on the percentage 
difference between the cleared and unaltered habitat. If compensation is necessarv-, the District 
will monitor the area following sediment removal to ensure that the appropriate quantity of native 
wetland vegetation colonizes the new marsh zone. If marsh vegetation does not readily coionize 
the area the District will consult with DFG to determine an appropriate remediation method. 

Bouodarres of vegetation to be istnovcd riiall be dearly tnarkgd (employ fl agging or 
slakes) so that it is clear to the contactor what is to be removed. 


44. Revcgclarion and rfi5»lac«menl plantings shall consist of locally-obtained, native species 
that are suitable ecologically with the existing native plants, 

45. Restoration shall inchidc the revegetation of stripped or exposed areas. Vegetation shall 
be adequately watered from a source other than the creek (no diversions) and/or planted 
during Ihc winter rainy season (October IS-February 15). 

46. All sensitive plants and conununities and their buffer zones gbflll be surrounded by 
habitat screen of orange safety fe n c in g. The buffer zone width may vary depending; on 
the location, type of plant/comraumty and type of construction work in the area, and shall 
be deteemined by a qualified biologist 


47. Moo-oMtiw invasive plant spedss (such as Cape ivy and Amindo) removed during 

project shall be bagged and appropriately disposed of in a landfill. It shall not be ij’wj ia 
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work ■within the ^treamzone and must be in iheir possession at the woric she. 

5fi. It in the opinion of the Dqjaitment, coiuhtions arise, or change, in such a manneT as to be 
considcicd deleterious to the stream or ■wildlife, operarions shall cease until coneedve 
measures appco’ved by the Dq)aitment arc take. 

57. D^jartment personnel or its agents may inspect the work, site at any time. 

Amendments and Renewals 

If the Operator needs mwe time to complete the authorized activity, the work period be 

exteaded oiia day-to^iay basis by Kristine Alkrnsoo at 831>427-2638, or, alternatively, to tije 
Yountviik office at 707-944-5520. 

A copy of tins agreement mtist be jaovided to the contractor and all snbcontractois who wmk 
■withia the strean zone and must be in their possession at the work ate. 

Building materials and/or construction equipment shall not be stockpiled or stored where they 
couldbe washed into the water or where they ■will cover aquatic or riparian vegeiatiiHi. 

Deltfis, soil, silt, bark, rubbish, creosote-treated wood, raw cemcnt/’conaete or washings tfaereoi^ 
as^dtah, paint or other coating material, oil or other j^tioleum products, or any otbo* sttiistancss 
which could be hazardous to aquatic life, resulting &om project related activities, shall be 
prevented from contaminating the soil and/or entenz^ the waters of the state. Any of these 
materials, placed ■within or whoe they may enter a stream or lake, by Operator or any party 
working under contract, or vrith the permisskoi of the Operator, ^jaH be lemovcd immediately. 

The contractor shall not dump any litter or construction debris ■within the riparian/stream zone. 
All such debris and waste shall be picked up daily and properly disposed of at an appropriate site. 

Department personnel or its agents may inspect tiie work site at any time. 

The Operator is liable for compliance with the terms of this Agreement, indudiing violations 
committed by the contiactites aod/or subcontiactois. Department reserves the to 
su^Kmd construction activity described in this Agreement if the Department determines any of 
the following has occurred: 

A) . Failure to comply 'with any of the omditions of this Agreement 

B) . Infonoatioa provided in support of the Agreement is determined by the Department to 
be inacenrate. 

C) . inibimation becomes available to the Department that vvas not known ■when preparing 
the oiiginai conditions of this Agreement (induding, but not limited to, the occisrence of 
State or federal^ listed spedes in tbe area or risk to tesources not previoudy observed) ; 

D) -Tbe paoject as described in the Agreement has changed or coDcbtions affecting 
and wildlife resources change. 

Any violation of tiw terms of tiiis Agreement may result in the project being stopped, a dtatioii ' 
being issued, or charges beii^ filed with the Distiict Anomey. Contra^rtors and subcootractots 
may also be Uable for violating the conations of this agreement. 

Oparjtor'3 rnitiala : 2 s. Wotificatlan Nuober R3-2002-0132 
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Aokeadmcnts and Rcnewais 

Tbc Op^ator shall notify the Departtoent before any modifications are made i&lbejitojcct plans 
submitted to file DepartmeoL Project modifications may require an amendment or a new 
DOtifibtfion. 

This Agreement is trsnsferebk to subsequent owners of the project property by lequestmg an 

amdMiTTiCii^ 

To renew Ifac Agreement beyond the expiretion date, a written request for a renewal must be 
submitted to the Department (1600 Program, Post Office Box 47, Yountviile, California 94599) 
for ermsderadoD at least 30 days befi?re the A gi e cc i ea t csqrirmioa date. A renewal requires a 
fee. The Fes Schedule can be obtained at www.dfg.ca.gov/1600 or by phone at (707) 944-5520. 
Renewals of fire originai Agreenteot are issued at the discretion of tbc Department 

To modify file jaoject, a written request for an amendment must be submitted to the Dqiaitnient 
(1600 Prcgioss, PcKt OfE« Hex 47, Yountville, California 94599). The fee for an amraximenl is 
oiie-half(i^)ofthe original foe. Amendments to the original Agreement are issued at the 
di%ietion of the Departnrent 

Please note that you mtty n0i proceed loitk construedon tutdl your proposed project has 
undergone CEi^ review and Ae Department s^pts the Agreement 


the anders^pied, state Aai the ahove is Aejinal description ofAe project lam 
sahnattiug to the Department/or CEQA nenew, Jemding ta an Agreement, andagreeto 
inqftanent the conations above required by Ae Department as part of Aat project IwiUnot 
pfVceedwiA AiSfuajectunA the Department signs Ae Agreement I tdso understand Aat 
AeCEQA renew mt^ residt a Ae oddMon of measures A Ae project to avoid, tnimmize, or 
compensAeJbragn^icant etmromnental fo 


Operator’s name (print) 



Operator’s signature: ' 






Signed the. 


^2»©3 
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DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND GAME 
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("See attachment/enclosure for instructions) 
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(22 J(jk 3^ ^^3Sl-c 

3i''€-Mvri 

^OlXIuJD iK 



-'t. i ' . - NotificatiohlType 

. ■ 


[^1601 (Public) 

1 [Timber Harvest Plan 

(No. 


) 

[^1603 (Private) 

1 [Commercial Gravel Extraction 

(No. 


) 


[ (tA/ater Application 

(No. 


) 




iSMiM 


xContractoj:s«:r 
(if Kiiawn )^' 


(ifn 6 




Propi 


Jwner: 


Name 


Santa Clara Valley Water 
District 

Contact; Terry Neudorf 


To be determined. 


To be determined. 


Serge Stanich 
Jones & Stokes 


Santa Clara Valley Water 
District 




Address- - 


5750 Almaden Expressway 
San Jose, CA 95118-3686 


2600 V Street 
Sacramento, CA 95818 


5750 Almaden Expressway 
San Jose, CA 95118-3686 


, --xJefephqne/FA)CJ _j. '.j,. 


Business; 408/265-2607 ext. 2695 
Fax; 408/268-7687 


Business: 

Fax; 


Business; 

Fax; 


Business; 916/503-6681 
Fax: 916/503-6680 


Business: 408/265-2607 
Fax: 408-268-7687 ' 



ProjcULoc|t.on - - __ 


Tlie Lower Guadalupe River Flood Control Project (LGRP) is located along die lower 6.5 miles 
of the Guadalupe River, between Interstate 880 and the Union Pacific Railroad bridge in the cities 
of San Jose and Santa Clara. JEe LGRP is downstream of 2 flood protection projects; the upper 
Guadalupe River project and die downtown Guadalupe River project. 


County 

Assessors Parcel Number ' v 

1 Santa Claia County 






Lstiturie'Lonuitiiae 

San Jose West 

Milpitas 

1 6S,7S 

1 6S 

IE, IW 
IW 

None 

None 


;, ^j.a[%9f-^ly9JV'£5t^eam;^D^ Lake; Guadalupe River 

1- Alviso Slough 
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Notification of Lake or Streambed Alteration 
(Continued) 


3 of Applicant: Santa Clara Valley Water District 
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liEro piDs&ii 
■isiiStartiDai : 


Proposed^ 
Compietibh Darn: 

12/2004 

sProject Cost: 


Number of btr< irn hncroai 'imont'- 
(Timiicr Harvest P/jns Oniyl 



f.^Descnbc.r-•.. f 

"projecefeel’ow:**^ 


Project Description 


The Santa Clara Valley Water District (District) proposes to construct the Lower Guadalupe River Flood Protection Project 
(LGRP) along the lower 10.5 kilometers (km) (6.5 miles) of the Guadalupe Fiver, primarily located between Interstate 880 and the 
Union Pacific Railroad (UPRR) bridge in the cities of San Jose and Santa Chua. Some additional work would be done 
immediately downstream of the UPRR bridge along the Alviso Slough in the Baylands area. Through the LGRP, the District 
proposes to modify previous flood-control improvements in:itiated in 1982 and 1995 on the lower Guadalupe River. These 
modifications v/ould restore the flood conveyance capacity of the existing channel and provide additional capacity to convey 
floodfiows of approximately 481 cubic meters pier second (cms) (17,000 cubic feet per second [cfs]) at the upstream limit of the 
project and 520 cms (18,350 cfs) at the downstream limit during a design flood event. The proposed modifications would balance 
the need for flood-control structures and chaimel maintenance with the goal of protecting and enhancing environmental conditions 
and pubHc access. 

For the purposes of evaluation and discussion, the Project Area is divided into 7 reaches. These reaches are (from upstream [south] 
to downstream [north]): 


a reach A: 1-880 to U.S. Highway 101 (U.S. 101), 
ra reach B: U.S. 101 to Trimble Road, 

H reach C: Trimble Road to Montague Expressway, 
a reach D: Montagus Expressway to the Hetch Hetchy Aqueduct, 

■ reach E: Hetch Hetchy Aqueduct to Tasman Drive, 
a reach F; Tasman Drive to State Route (SR) 237, 

® reach G: SR 237 to the UPRR bridge in Alviso, and 

Baylands mitigation fe.itures are located downstream of the UPRR bridge. 

The major elements of the LGRP include: 

® minor bank modification at the 1-880 bridge approach in reach A; 

a construction of 4 grade control weirs in the reach-A low-flow channel downstream of 1-880; 

s construction of floodwalls in reach A (west bank) upstream of U.S. LOl, in reach F upstream of SR 237, and in reach G; 

B levee inprovemenls through construction of levee raises in reaches F; 

H replacement of the SR 237 eastbound bridge to match the westbound bridge profile; 
a modification of stormdrain outfalls in reaches A, C, D, F, and G; 

® improvement of maintenance access roads, construction of new depressed maintenance roads in reach G, and construction 
of maintenance road imdercrossings at bridges; 

B bridge scour protection; 

B construction of an overflow weir in the Baylands; 

a accommodation of future recreation trail extensions on levees in the Project Area; 

H moderate to aggressive management of sediment and vegetation in reaches A—G; and 
a levee maintenance. 
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Notification of Lake or Slreambed Alteration 
(Continued) 


itional Flow Downstream of Project Area: 


As currently proposed, the LGRP would contribute additional flow (additional depth and volume) downstream of the Project Area, 
into the Cargill salt ponds. If constructed, the project could also contribute increased depth and volume of floodflow over the 
marina parking area from the Guadalupe River, and the consequential increaiied risk of levee failure and flooding in the town of 
Alviso. 


DFG Jurisdictional Habitats: 

Implementation of the proposed project will dinjctly affect both riparian and wetland vegetation from construction activities. 
Construction of flood improvements will directly affect approximately 

habitats including fresh and tidal marsh and open water areas. Sediment and vegetation removal as part of flood improvements will 
affect approximately IfafiJI fts. See attached supplemental information for a 

summary of im pacts on wetlands and vegetation for the proposed project. 

Special-Status Species: 

Within the LGRP area and downstream, 5 listed species and 4 species of concern eithei' occur or have the potential to occur. The 
listed species are California clapper rail (Rallus longinostris obsoletus), western snowy plover (Charadrius alexandrinus ntvosus), 
California least tern (Sterna antillarum [=albifrons] browni), salt marsh harvest mouse (Reithrodontomys raviventris), and the 
Central California coast steelhead. Of these listed species, only clapper rails have been observed in the LGRP area and are known 
to breed downstream of the project Additional detail on listed species is included in the attachment. 

The species of concern are saltmarsh common yellowthroat (Geothlypis trichas sinuosa), Alameda song sparrow (Melospiza 
melodia pusillula), burrowing owl, and southwestern pond turtle. Common yellowthroats and song sparrows have been identified 
in the LGRP area; however, because the various subspecies are difficult to distinguish in the field, it is unknown whether the 
individuals observed were the saltmarsh common yellowthroat and the Alameda song sparrow, both of which occur dowstream of 
Alviso area, or other subspecies. 

California clapper rail. The California clapper rail is listed as endangered tinder both the federal and California ESAs. No rails 
were observed during site recoimaissance of the project site, and the clapper is not knoivn to nest or forage in the project area or the 
Baylands mitigation site. Therefore, project construction is not expected to adversely a.ffect the bird’s habitat. 

Western snow]/ plover. Tlie coastal subspecies of western snowy plover is federally listed as threatened and state listed as a 
species of special concern. The salt ponds located downstream within the Baylands mitigation area potentially provide suitable 
nesting and foraging habitat. Construction of the project would increase the depth and duration of ponding in the salt ponds greater 
than existing conditions and may affect snowy plover breeding. Additional conservation measures employed by the district 
including pumping of the ponds would address this potential impact and enstue that the project does not adversely affect snowy 
plowers. See aitachments for additional discussion. 

California Least Tern. Ttie California least tern is listed as endangered under both the federal and California ESAs, and has been 
observed foraging within the Baylands mitigation site by birdwatchers. Because the California least tern is not known to nest 
within the project site or the Baylands mitigation site, constiuction activity and operations-related effects of the proposed project 
would not impact this species, nor would increased water surface elevations ]5otentially caused by the project impact the bird’s 
foraging habitat. 

Salt marsh harvest mouse. The salt marsh mouse is listed :is endangered under both tlie federal and California ESAs, and is 
known to occur dovrastream of the project area. Small stands of pickleweed are present along the eastern edge of Pond A8W and 
would be affected by constiuction of the Alviso Weir and additional marginal habitat would be affected by additional flooding of 
salt ponds from LGRP operations. Downstream of the project site, salt marsh harvest mice populate New Chicago Marsh. This 
population is expected to benefit from proposed activities due to the reduction of overall flooding of New Chicago Marsh as a 
result of the proposed project. 

'’ntral California coast steelhead. Rainbow trout have been reported in the LGRP area and reside in tributary streams, however 
^ extent of anadromy in tlie Guadalupe River watershed is unknown. 

Saltmarsh common yellovfrhroat. The saltmarsh common yellowthroat is federally listed as a species of concern, and has been 
observed withhi the plaiming area. Observations were recorded in the marsh habitat south of reach G in the vicinity of the Alviso 
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Notification of Lake or Streambed Alteration 
(Continued) 

Marina during reconnaissance-level surveys in March 2000. 

:meda song sparrow. The Alameda song sparrow is state-listed as a species of concern. The LGRP area may potentially 
provide nesting habitat for the sparrow, however, there is miare suitable habitat downstream of the LGRP area. Due to the difficulty 
in identifying the Alameda song sparrow, it is unknown if observed song sparrows in the project area represent the Alameda song 
sparrow or other more common subspecies. 

Western burrowing owl. llie western burrowing owl is a federal species of concern, and has been found within the vicinity of the 
lower Guadalupe River. However, the project area does not provide suitable habitat for these species. 

Southwestern pond turtle. The southwestern pond turtle is a federal species of concern and a state species of special concern. 

The project area would be a poor-quality aquatic and upland habitat, but there are potentially low-quality nesting spots along the 
undeveloped areas of the river’s edge on the outside of the levees in isolated parcels adjacent to the LGRP area. 

Baylands Mitigation Measure: 

The proposed Baylands mitigation measure will result in some impacts to aquatic habitats as part of construction of the weir and 
changing the depth and duration of flooding in the Cargill salt ponds. The Baylands Mitigation Measures are being implemented to 
reduce downstream flooding impacts to the community of A Iviso and the marina due to flood improvements. Construction of the 
measures, particularly the Alviso Weir, will result in increased depth and duration oLflooding in the Cargill salt ponds which may 
affect listed species potentially present including snowy plover and salt marsh harvest mouse. Temporary pumps will be installed 
and operated after storms in the salt ponds to prevent permanent effects or loss of snowy plover breeding or foraging habitat. 

The overflow weir has an estimated footprint of 4.3 acres, excluding temporary impacts, and will result in the loss of an estimated 
0.13 acre loss of marsh vegetation and 2.46 acres of other waters associated with the salt pond. These numbers are included with 
the total impacts on wetlands and vegetation presented above under DFG Jurisdictional Habitat 

Mitigation 

ditional Flow Downstream of Project Area: 

The Baylands mitigation measure has been developed to reduce the impact of the additional flow downstream of the project area. 
The Baylands mitigation measure includes the construction of a west-perimeter levee around Alviso and the Alviso Slough 
overflow weir. Also, it includes the pumping of Cargill salt ponds after storm events and vegetation management from UPRR 
downstream to the overflov/ weir. 

DFG Jurisdictional Habitat: 

To mitigate the impacts of disturbing habitat as part of construction and from the proposed improvements, the District will replace 
or compensate for loss of riparian and wetland habitat. The District will provide 2:1 mitigation to compensate for permanent 
impacts on aquatic resources and 1:1 to compensate for temporary impacts. The District will provide 3:1 mitigation for impacts on 
riparian resources. 

Special-Status Species: 

Western snowy plover and salt marsh harvest mouse. Construction of the LGRP is expected to increase the depth and duration 
of inundation in the Cargill salt ponds which provide breedmg and foraging habitat for western snowy plover and adjacent to 
known populations of salt marsh harvest mice. To mitigate for the potential impacts, the District will implement several measures 
including utilizing temporaiq/ pumps after storms to pump e:ccess water from the ponds and minimize potential disturbance to 
habitat for snovry plover breedmg and foraging and to adjacent harvest mice populations. The proposed project is anticipated to 
benefit salt marsh harvest mice by decreasing flood flows in New Chicago Miarsh and preventing potential loss of known 
populations when major flooding occurs. Additional discussion on effects to listed species and mitigation measures is included in 
the attachment. 

Anadromous Fish. To mitigate the impacts to imadromous fish, chinook sahnon and steelhead, the District will implement an 
anadromous fish protection plan. Please see the attachment for additional detail protecrion measures for anadromous fish. 

jsting raptors and birds protected under IVIQBTA . The District would perform pre-construction surveys to determine whether 
nesting birds, including raptors, are present in or immediately adjacent to the LGRP area. If an inactive nest is found, it will be 
removed prior to the start of the breeding season. If nesting raptors are observed, a buffer zone will be established arormd the nest. 
If possible, the District will delay construction activities until after the young have fledged. 
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District would attempt to remove other woody vegetation in fall through early spring to reduce effects on nesting birds. 


See attached detailed project description for a discussion of project features. 


X Continued on separate page(s) 



■ 

X Project description X Map showing project location, including distances and/or 

directions from nearest city or town 

□ Construction plans and drawings 
pertaining to the project 
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City of Santa Clara: Encroachment permits for drainage outfalls and bridge improvements 

County of Santa Clara: Encroachment permit for work on Montague Expressway and at 
Alviso Marina 

X state. Describe: Department of Transportation: Encroachment permits at SR 237 and U.S. 101 
State Lands Commission: State Lands lease 

San Francisco Bay Conservation and Development District: Development permit 

San Francisco Public Utilities Commission: Encroachment permit at pipeline crossing 

San Francisco Bay Regional Water Quality Control Board: Clean Water Act, Section 401 
Water Quality Certification 

State Water Resources Control Board: Notice of Intent to comply with state’s general permit 
for construction-related storm discharges 

X Federal. Describe: U.S. Army Corps of Engineers: Clean Water Act, Section 404 Permit to discharge fill 

U.S. Coast Guard: Bridge permit __ 
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PERMIT NO. 3-02 


June 26. 2003 


anta Clara Valley VVate:: District 
750 Almaden Express>vay 
an jOHe, California 95118-3686 


Ladies and Gentleman: 


Authorization 

On June 5,. 2003 the Son Francisco Bay Conservation and Development Commission, by a 
vote of 17 affirmative. 0 negative, and 0 abstentions, approved the resolution pursuant t:o 
which this permit is hereby i.ssued: 

A. Subject to tire conditions stated below, the permittee, the Santa Clara Valley Water 

District, is granted permission to construct flood control improvements adjacent to 

Adviso Slough, downstream of the Union Pacific Kailroad crossing of the slough, and in 

salt pond.s A8W and A6, in the community of Alviso, in the City of San Jose, Santa 

Clara County. Authorized work includes the foUowing: 

In Salt Ponds: 

1. In the levee of Salt Pond A8\A' along Alviso Slough, install an approximately 82,000- 
square-foot wed (1,88 acres, 1,000 feet long and 82 feet wide) constructed of concrete 
and rock; 

2. A.loj\e the leve e of Sa.It Pond A6, place a concrete, cellular mattre.ss o^^er 52,272 
square feet (1.20 acres) to prevent continued erosion and down-cutting of the levee; 
and 

3. in consultation vvitli die U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, place temporary pumps on an 
as-needed basis in Salt Ponds A6, A5, A7, A8D and Ai8W to regulate water levels 
within the salt ])onds following high-water events. 

In the Bay (a tidal narsh); 

1. Wilhin a 7,450-square-foot area of fill placed without BCDC authorization, remove 
appro.ximately 4,000 squ..ire feet of the fill, but reconfigure the remaining portion of 
the fill as a 3.485-squar vfoot access ramp to allow equipment access to Auviso 
Slough for ves,'elation monitoring, debris removal and maintaining flood cnatroi 
improvements, and 

2. Periodicaliy movv tidal marsh vegetation and remove debris 'witiTUT a_n approxiiruitely 
i65,328-squari;-foot area to aid tn conveying and directing flood f]ovv.e :rom 
Guadalupe River to Lhe weir. 


■SaiL-olCalifarr.:!! - SAN FRftNCiSCO BAY CONS'CRVATiON AND DEVELOPMENT COMMiSSiOM • Gray Oa/iS, Qovomor 
50 California Strtfsr. iii/iie 2G00 * .Sai -FranciscG. Cal!fcr*»ia 1*41 n » (415)352-3600 Fax: (415) 352-360S • irdoS'bcdc.ca QwV * www.Dcdc.ca.p'i-- 
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ita Ckra VaiJey Distrct 

P /n 


ithin th$ 100-foct Shore-line Band; 

Place clearc iTuported fill to raise an approximately 2,.850-foot-long section of 


AiViso biOii 

, . J J-l, -Lie 


Are 




to 


wliilt 


a to I slot 


an cl 


roiiowmg Jevt e improveme.Lw, 
a smooth, flat surface and ensure continued public access on the levee top; 

Install a 65'foi'Hone section of flood wall imntArti 


tls, regrade the top of the Alviso Slough leve« 




wait unnieciiateiy upsrreain or me upk Dridge-, 

ir'i tc ii4Xi'_ i/x XI lx: Lii lx. 

ae levee ra these tvvo areas; 


and a ISO-fooi-long section of flood wall approxi 
Bridee to raise 


D. 


Excavate 11,3(10 cubic yards or soil from a 152,460-sqtiare~foot (3.5 acres) area |ust 
ea.st of the preposed we\r to an elevation of approximately 6,89 feet NGVT) (Mean 
High Water) to provide a stable foundatioir for the proposed yceir, to aid in convey¬ 
ing flows to the weij, and to provide appropriate elevations to support tidal niarsli 
vegetation. Tl’.c excavated material shall be moved to a location outside of ihe 
Conimission's jufisdlctioii; and 

Install two pi-blic accesife interpretive signs along the Alviso Slough levee public 
access oath. ' ■ 


B. This authoi'ityis generally pursuant to and limited by the application filed on April 18, 
2003, including ail accompanying and subsequent correspondence and exhibits, but 
subject to the modifications requir ed by conditions hereto. 

C. Work authorized Irerein must commence prior to November 1, 2003, or this permit will 
lap.se and become null and void. All work must also be diligently purstted. to completion 
and iTiust be completed by Noveniber 1, 2006, unless an extension of time is granted by 
amendment of the permit. 

D. The project vviU result in rai.ting 2,850 linear feet of levee, installing an 82,000-square- 
toot overflow weir in a r,ak pond, placing a 52,272-square-foot concrete cellular 
mattress in a salt pond, plucing a 3,485-square-foot equipment access ramp in an area 
of fill that was pticed without Commission authorization and periodic mowing of 
marsh vegetation v/ithin a 1.65,528-squaxe-foot area. To offset the project's tidal marsh 
impacts, a 132,46C-square-foot upland area will be excavated to an elevation suitable 
for supporting marsh vegetation east of the overflow w^eir. These mitigation activities 
will result in a nei increase of 3.5 acres of tidal marsh. Pond A4 is also being used for 
pi'ojeci mitigation ; or project impacts to xvetlaxids located outside of the Comjrassion's 
jurisdiction. Public access will consist of installing mterpretive public access signs along 
flie Alviso Slough levee and eitlier purchasing a parcel of isTitJ soj^ccint to Igv'Sv: 0.0 


dedicating it for public access use or installing a pedestrian bridge over'Alvis 
just downstream or’ die UTR bridge crossiag or providing another public acces^ 
with similar henefi.s. 


U.iU V 
S uJ.lEi.3n.llV 
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Spsci.'sl Conditions 


ihe authorization made herem shall be subject to the following special conditions, in: 
tion to the standard conditions in Part iV; 


Specific Plans anc Pisn Review/ 

1. Plan Review and Approval. No work w'-hatsoever shall commence pursuant to this 
aulhorizatioir until final precise! site, engineering, grading and marsh restoration plans 
and any other lelevanL criteria specifications, and plan information for that portion 
of the work ha v'e been submitted to, revievved, and approved in writing by or on 
behalf of the Cemrmission, The following specific drawings and information shall be 
submitted. 

Site, Engineering, Grading and Marsh Restoration. Site, eirgineering, grading and 
marsh restoration plans sK.all include and clearly label the Bay shoreline (edge of 
marsh vegetation up to the five-foot contour line above Mean Sea Level), the line 1.00 
feet inland of the Bay shoreline, the typical and range of water levels of the salt 
ponds, propert)’ lines, grading, details showing the location, types, dimensions, and 
materials to be used for levee'improvements, the overflow w'^eir and other proposed 
knprovements. 


Engineering plans shall include a complete set of contract drawings and specifications 
and design criteria. The desist criteria shall be appropriate to the nature of the 
project, the use of any strucblres, soil and foundation conditions at the site, and 
potential earthquake-induced fbrees. Final plans shall be signed by the professionals 
of record .and be accompanied by evidence that the design complies with ail appli¬ 
cable codes; and evidence that a thorough and independent review of the design 
details, calculatiorvs, and constiuction drawmgs has been made. 

Plans submitted shall be accompanied by a letter requesting plan approval, identi¬ 
fying the type o I" plans submitted, the portion of the project involved, and indicating 
whether the plans are fin-ii or preliminary. Approval or disapproval shall be based 
upon: 

a. completeness and accurairv' of the plans in showing tire features required above, 
prarticulaily the Bay shoreline (Mean High Water or the edge of marsh vegetation 
up to five feet above Mean Sea Level), proprerty lines, aird the line lOO-teet 
inland of the Bay shoreline, and any other criteria required by this authorization; 

b. consisten/y of the plans with the terms and conditions of this authorization; rind 

c. assuring that the fill to be retained for the egrripment access ramp does not 
exceed the t mount autlrorized herein. 


i'lan review shall be completed by or on behalf of the Commission within 45 days 
after receipt of fie plans to be reviewed. 

Conformity Wltii Final Approved Plans. All wmrk, improvements, and uses shall con¬ 
form to the finsl approved plans. Prior to any use of the facilities authorized herem, 
the apprropriate design professiorial(s) of record shall certify in writing that, thirough 
personal knovclodge, the work covered by the authorization has been performed in 
accordance vvitK the approved design criteria and in substantial confcrinance with 





Clara Valiev District 


plans, Nt' noticeable chariRes shall be made thereat 


ler to anv 






jnage, levee or landscaping work vA/ithout 
approval of ttie chane:e(H) by or on behalf of the Commission. 


rsti oDtsiiiiiib 


IS sri-^il inciudt 


schedule indicating -when filling (overflor\- wcii 
asid matireaa ijlacemenr;, excavation, grading and other activities will occur. 

Discrapanciss Between Approved Plans and Special Conditions. In case of anv dis¬ 
crepancy betV'-een final approved plans and Special Conditions of this authori.ra- 
lion, the Special Conditions shall prer^ail. The permittee is resoonsibte for a.ssrn. c 
t.nat aii plans accuratelv and nrily reriect the Special Conditions of this axithoj'’'^ men 


vlJI 1%^ u 


marsn vegetation and the retention 


3,485 square feet of 

unauthorized fill o install an equipment access ramp, the permittee shall: 

1, Restoration P an. Priqr Ip July 1, 2004 excavate a 152,460-square-foot {3.50 acre) 
upland area located jusi east of the weir and adjacent to Alviso Slough, and the 
remainder of v.tnauthorized fill not used for the access ramp (approximately 3,485 
square feet) to slightly below Mean High Tide. Ail excavation activities shall be 
shown on plans prepared and approved on behalf of the Commission pursuajit to 
Special Condiiion II-A al'ove and shall include a topographic map of the site m one- 
foot contours and a topographic map showing the proposed modifications. Ail 
elevations shall be relative to National Geodetic Vertical Datum (NGVT)). The map 
shall include l /pical cross-.sactions shorving proposed elevation of marsh plain, any 
channels, and any high spots. The plan shall shov/: (1) figures for the ratios of 
typical horizentai to vertical slopes for existing and proposed marsh surface, 
channels, and sloughs; (2) proposed plant species along tlie cross-sections according 
to their expected zone of grov/th; (3) the elevation of adjacent surrounding 
properties; and (4) the estimated tidal range related to Mean Higher High Vvater, 
Mean High k'/ater. Mean Lower Low Water, Mean Sea Level, the maximum 
predicted tide, and the lOO-year tide. To pronrote natural sedimentation and 
coionization oi tire site, constructed elevations shaD generally be six to twelve kiches 
below target elevations; 

1. Target Vegetation Coverage. Prior to excavation activities, the permitee shall submit 
and receive Cemmission approval of a restoration plan for the excavated areas. The 
plan shall identify a suitable reference site that shall be evaluated as part of the 
monitoriny Droeram and shall nrovide a reference for evaluatine the orogress of tiie 

OiO 1_ -LJ A O 


restoration site, ihe plan sh 
restored areas following excavation activitie. 


inciude the tounwmg vecretatix'e cover criteria ror 

Year 2-15% 


Year 1-0% 


f,-. 


30%; Year 3-30% to 50%; Year 5-70% to 80%; Year 7-100%; and Year 9-lOQ' 
sK,iU outline a iJchedule for the submittal of monitoring reports prepared pursi 
Snecial Condition II-B-S, below; 


tire 

to 

i f 


idal inaish habitat. The permittee 


Monitoring. Monitor the excavated 
success r>f creiitin 
monitoring rejiort. 
following excavation or ..nuil the site is 8 
lyetation for two corisecutive monitonnE 


sr0BS 3^nci r^jport 


shall 

inber 1 of vear one. two, three. 


ntnission Oi; 

n if- 3 M-v-f-csl fi 
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rill.-Ip 


O 


live, seven ana 
% vegetated with native, tidal rr 
periods. The mordtormy reports 
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paphs of the excavated areas and shall report on the percentaee oi me 
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site vegetated, plant .survival, approximate percentage representation of different 
plant species and provide a qualitative assessment of pslant growt.K rates. Uride- 
sirabie exotic plant spevic-s such as pepperweed {Lepidiutn latifolium), Spartina 
■aherniflora, breorn, or stcir tliistlc shall be reasonably controlled (coverage of less ihan 
5 percent of their e.xpected zone of growth) during the nine-year monitoring period. 
Should adverse conditions or failure to meet the vegetative criteria outlined above be 
identified duriig the nine-year .monitoring period, the permittee shall take corrective 
action as specified by or on behalf of the Commission, Corrective action could 
po’entialiy involv'e planting the restored areas with native, tidal m.arsh plant species, 
additional excavation, grading, soil amendment or other measures the CommiGsion 
determines are necessary to encourage re.storation of the excavated areas. 

C. Public Access. The permittee shall provide the following public access program: 

1. Levee Traii Ciasures. For the duration of project construction, for tho.se activities 
that interrupt or result in temporary closures to the public access path atop tire 
Alviso Slougli levee, dn; permittee shall provide, identify and clearly mark 
alternative public access routes around areas impacted by construction. The 
permittee shall make every effort to minimize closures and impacts to existing public 
access areas during project construction. The existing public access areas on the levee 
shall be open to the public after 5:00 p.m. and on weekends, whenever possible, and 
wliencwer true!: traffic oh the levee.s is light, unless it is determined by the permittce'-s 
construction ejigineer that the levee is unsafe for public use due to construcsion 
activities. In ac dition, si;-yas shall be installed at all public access entrances infonning 
the public of why tltc path is closed, when the path will be open, possible detours, 
and when projijct consiructiem will be completed; 

2. interpretiva Skins. By December 31, 2003, the permittee shall provide a minimum of 
two interpretive signs that provide information about marsh wildlife and funclions 
or pi'ovide his> orical information regarding the community of Alviso. The content, 
style, size and location of the signs .shall be subject to approval by or on behalf of 
the Commission pux.suant to Special Condition IT-A; and 

3. Parcel Acquisition or Pedestrian Bridge. 


(a) Public .Access Area or improvements. Prior to November 1, 2004, the permittee 
shall acqui re tire parcel of land adjacent to the Alviso Slough levee (commonly 
referred to iS the Catherine Street dock) and develops the area for public access 
use by grading it, if necessary, and installing a minimum of tw'o benches, tvvo 
trash receptacles and one public access interpretive sign. (This rvould b.K in 
addition to the signs required in Special Condition lI-C-2, above.) The style, 
quantity, landscaping, path or plaza surfaces, park firmiture and location of the 
public accK.ss improvements proposed for the acquired parcel shall be subject to 
approval b)' or on behalf c;f, the Commission pursuant to Special Condition Jj-A. 
Installation of such improvements wall require an amendment to this permit. The 
psrovision cf public 3cce.S5 at the Catherine Street dock property is contingent 
upon tlie permittee obtaining sufficient property interest in the parcel and rrur- 
chase of the parcel h- contingent upon approval by the permittee's Board of 
Director,s. This corvdition .shall not be construed as affecting any exisiiug 
property ir terests in the Catherine Street dock property. If the permittee is 


un.-ible to purchase the Catherine Street dock property, then, prior to 


Novem 
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J, 2uU5, tf\e pernaitt.ce shall provide a pedestrian bridge across Alviso S 
with a minimum width of twelve feet connecting the existirie public access 




s I nr 


A i . 


/!fn blOujiii 

this 


Cfis to either the bay iran coniiguxation to tne east or a PtiDlic 
SHit pond A8 to the west. Installation of a pedestrian bridce 
h T.,rni ranihre fuitiier autiiorization by the Commission via 
amenctmeiit to tins pernnt. .it by June 1 , 2004, the permittee has provided the 
Corni.nissitm v/iLh sufficient evidence tlial acquisition of the Catherine Street d.ock 
parcel and mstallation of the pedestriam bridge are not feasible, then the permit¬ 
tee shall by November 1, 2006, develop and implement another public access 
anaenjtyyof equivalent benefit in consultation with local park and recreation 


lep 


11 . 1 $, 


t !- 

i-* 


Dciil i’T^XlCiSCO U^Y irO-ii irrCfBCt, cliiCi 
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Approval of the alternative public access area shall be based on factors including 


na 


proximity :o the Bay or sa'/- ponds, conRections to other public access, areas e 
trails safely and quality of the public access user's experience. Implementation of 
an alternative public access amenity will require an amendment to this pcrirut, 
subject to £pp.roval by or on behalf of the Commission. 

(b) Permanent GuBrantoa. By November 1, 2006 the permittee shall, by instrument 
or instruments acceptable to counsel for the Commission, dedicate to a public 
agency or otherwise permanently guarantee such rights for the public access 
area/amerity that is implemented pursuant to Special Condition II-C-3-(a), 
above. The instrument shall create rights in favor of the public v/hich rihail 
commence no later than after completion of corrstruction of any. public access 
improvements required by fids authorization. Such iioslnamejat shall be in a foma 
that meets recordation requirements of Sruita Clara County and shall include a 
legal de.scrption of the prop>erty being restricted and a map that clearly shows 
fiie shoreiir e (Mecur High VVater Line or 5 feet above Mean Sea Level if marsh is 
present), the propertyebeing restricted for public access, the legal description of 
the property and of the area being restricted for public access, and other ap]aro- 
priate landmarks and topographic features of the site, such as iJae location and 
elevation o: the top c>f bank of any levees, any significant elevation changes, and 
the location of the nearest public street and adj.'icent public access areas. 
Approval or di.sapp£qval of the instrument shall occur wifiiln 30 days after suh- 
mitlal for a]aprovaI and shall be based on the following: 

(1) Suffidej icy of the imtrument to create legaiJv enforceable rights and duties to 




irie pubile access area requu'ed Dv tms autiiorization: 


{\ 
\ 


reserveti with a legally sufficient description of the boup,daries of such 
and 




le ou: 


(3) Sufficiency of the instniinent to create legal rights in favor of fi 

public access that will run with the land and be binding on Euay subsequent 
purchasers, licensees, and users. 

Recordation of the Instrumant. vVithjn 30 days after approval of the tRStrurnerit, 


the pcjinit 


ee shall record tne instrument on all 


parcfcfis attected oy 


u and siiau proviae eviaence or recorams to tne commission, jvo 
changes shEill be ma'de to the instrument after approval without the exp:ess 
written consent bv or on behalf of tlae Commission. 
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D. Nonpoint Runoff, The permittee"shall ensure that all project-related runoff is ir 
pliance witri the rion-point sovjrce Vv'-ater quality requirements of the RVvQCB pursi 
the federal Porter-Cologne Act, the Clean Water AiCt, and die Coastal Zone Manager 
Act. In addition, d,ie permi•'-:«» shall employ measures to minimize runoff from the 
adversely impact;ng Bay WcTer quaiit}'. Such measures shall include: (1) installing 
inamtaiaing silt fences; (2) diverting concentrated runoff around equipment and sic 
areas; (3) mirumizing storage of construction materials on-site; (4) storing materials 
manner that limit:; exposure to rain and controls storm-water runoff; (5) using pallet; 
chemicals and bagged materials; (6) covering dumpsters with plastic sheeting at the end 
Cif each wrirk day -and during storms; (7) separating wastes and recycling or disposing of 
them propc-rly; (8) regularly mspectmg vehicles and equipment for leaks and maintsuiing 
them to prevent fluid leal3; and (9) using drip pans beneath equipment. 


om- 

-f f,, 

iL L’^ 

jienl 
Site 
and 
rage 
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E. Minimizing Construction impacts: 

' ■ V' 

1. Marsh and Upland Plant, Protection. Except as specifically authorized herein, tire 
work authorized by this pernfit shall be performed In a manner that will prevent any 
significant ad /erse impact on any tidal marsh, other sen.sitive wetland resources, 
and existing u :3lai\d and tiaii-sitional habitat that is to be preserved or enhanced as 
part of the I’esroration piojcct. If any unforeseen adverse impacts occur to any such 
areas as a result of lire activities authorized herein, the permittee shall restore the 
area to its pre-'dous condition, including returning the disturbed area to its origin.ai 
elevation and soil composition and, if the area does not revegetate to its former con¬ 
dition within one ye.ar, trie permittee shall seed or plant all disturbed areas with 
appropriate marsh veget-iiioa after receiving approval of a restoration plan by or on 
behalf of the Conunission pursuant to Special Condition Il-A. Such rcstor;-! tion 
plari(s) must be implemented within one year of the initial disturbance. Tl'ie permit¬ 
tee shall einplcy mitigati(.-n measures to minimize impacts to wetland areas, such as: 
(1) minimizing: all traffic in marsh/mudflat areas; (2) restoring ruts tracks or odrer 
depiressions or mounds caused by construction activities that would interfere with 
tidal circulation; and (3) .carefully removing, storing, and replacing wetland 
vegetation dial has been removed or "peeled back" from construction areas as soon 
as possible following construction. 

2. Construction Ciperatious, All construction operations shall be performed to prevent 
construction materials and excavated soils from falling, wa,shing, or blowing into the 
Bay. In the event that such material escapes or is placed in an area subject to tidal 
action of the Bay, the permittee shall immediately retrieve and remove such m.aterial 
at its expense. 


Debris Removt'l. All constfuction debris shall be removed to an authorized locaiJon 
outside the jurisdiction of the Commission and disposed at authorized sites, 
event tliat any such mate:!.ial is placed in any area within the Commission's juris 
tion, the permittee, its assignee.s, or successors in interest, or the owmer of 
improvements, shall remove such material, at its expense, wdthin ten days afre 
has been notified by the Commission staff of such placement. 

Mud Waves. The permittee shall implement reasonable measures to prevent the c 
tion of mud \vr ve.s as .a result of project construction. Should the project result in 
formation of a mud wave, the permittee shall remove the mud wave and, s 


the 
irisdic- 
tiie 
?r it 
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review and af proval by or oj'v'be’half of the Comirdssiori piirsiiarit to Special CoTvdi- 
tion II'A, implement measures to correct the conditions that led to mud wave for¬ 
mation. 

F. Notice to Contractor, I’iip uermiftpe sh.^11 provide a copv of this permit to anv eonti'.ictor 
or person workm;r in conchi-i: with the permittee to carry oat the activities autlaorized 
herein and shall point out special conditions contained herein. 

G. Recording. The permittee shall record this document or a notice specifically referring to 
this document with Santa Clara County wdthin 60 d.ays after execution of the perrait 
issued pursu.arit to this authorization arid shall, within 60 days after recordation, 
provide evidence of recordation to the Commission. 

H. Creosote Treated Wood. No pilings or other wood structures that have been pressure 
treated with creof^ote shall te used in any area that either is or will be subject to tidal 
action or anv cerlnin v/aLerwav, Ln any .salt pond, or in anv rnanaeed rvetland within the 
Commission's jurisdiction as part .of the project authorized herein. 

I. Responsibility for Flooding. The Commission shall not be responsible for .any flooding 
that may occur as a result of undertaking this project. 


Hold Harmless Agreement. The periniti 


less tile y^umiTiiSoiun, its Svyrncies, oen 


ee agrees to indemnify, defend, and hold harm- 


artments, otricers, agents, ana employees .troru 
an.y and all claims, demands, los,3es, or judgments accruing to or in favor of ariy person, 
tirm, corporatiori, or entity tA'.’io or whose property may be injured or damaged by work 
performed in acco:'dan.ce vvTt.h tire terms and conditions of this permit. 

Site Access. The permittee grants perrri,ission to any member of the Conmiission's st.afi 
ro conduct a site v'isit at the .s abject property during and after construction; to verify ih.at 
the project is being/has been constructed in compliance ’vvith the authorization and 
conditions contained herein. ;3ite visits miiy occur during business hours without prior 
notice anci arier busiucss iiou.j^s rv.itn 24“noi2T- 


Ceriification of Ccsntractor Review. Prior to commeiicmg any grading, demolitior., or 
construction, the grmeral contractc-i or contractors in charge of that portion of the work 
shall submit written certification that s/he has reviewed and understands the .require¬ 
ments of the perm: t and the final BCDC-approved plans, particularly as they pertain to 
an)' public access or open space required herein, or erivironmentaFly sensitive areas. 


^lOiOCItCSi wpirilDii 


cormrieiicemeiic or cunDiructioxi acuviiie^.. 


the permittee shall submit evivience to the C 


onuiiission that Bio 


____ Biological Opinions from the 

National Oceanic and Atmos;pheric .Administration-Fisheries Division and die U.S. Fi,sh 
and Wildlife Service have been obtained for the project. Ail measures required in the 
Biological Opinion;; shall be iinplernented to avoid adverse impacts to fish and wildlife 
within the Commission's jurisdiction. 

"indings and Decl3rati;3ns 


This autriorization is given on the basis of the Commission's findings and declarations that 
the work authorized herein is consistent with the McAleer-Petris Act, the San Francisco Ba 
Plan, the California Eirviroiunental Quality Act, and the Comi 
zone management proyrraTn lor Sail Fr.anci.sco Bay for the following reasons: 


J 
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Bay Fill. Section 6r)605 of the xN-lc/^teer-Petris Act states, in part, that, "(a) Further hliing 
of San Francisco liay and certami^vaterways ... should be authorized orJy wFien public 
benefits from fill clearly exceed tfublic detriment from the loss of the v/ater areas and 
should be limited to vvater-o.nenLed uses (such as ports, water-related industiy, air{:u>rts, 

water int.ake 


squinng iarge 

amounts of water for cooling purposes) or nrinor fiO for improving shoreline appearance 
or public acce.ss to the BayjVb) That fill in the Bay and certain waterways ... for any 
purposes should be authorized only vvhen no alternative upland location is available for 
such purpose.s; (c', That the rvater area authorized to be filled should be the mbrimuiri 
necessary to achieve the purpiose of the fill; (d) That the nature, location and exterst of 
any fill should be .‘-uch that it'will minimize harmful effects to the Bay Area, such as 


Id, 


le 


reduction or impairment oi' the volume surface area or circulation of rvater, water 
quality, fertility of marshes or fish or rvildlife resources...."; (e) That public health, sed’ety 
and welfare require that fill be constructed in accordance with sound safety standards 
which will afford r easonable protection to persons and property against the hazards of 
unstable geologic or soil conditions or of flood or storm waters; (f) That fill should be 
authorized when the filling rvould, to the maximum extent feasible, establish a perma¬ 
nent shoreline; and (g) That fill should be authorized when the applicant has such valid 
title to the p.t:opert^ es in question that he may fill them in the manner and for the uses to 
be approved...." 


The fill associated with the p,;oject consists of constructing an overflow weir and stabi- 
liz.u\g and hardening portion; of a salt pond levee. In addition, an equipment access 
ramp will be inst-illed on .a'portion of fill placed without a 8CDC permit in a tidal 
marsh adjacent to Ah'iso Slough. To construct the access ramp the permittee must 
demonstrate, and the Com,mi.ssi.(,''n must find, that the rtunp is a water-oriented use and 
that there is no alternative irpland location for the ramp in addition to the findings of 
Sections 66605(c) through 65605(g) of the Act. To place the fill associated with llie 
overflow weir and the concrete cellular mattress along the salt pond levees, the perrrdttee 
must demonstrate, and the Commission must find, that the fiU is consistent witlr the 
findings of Sections 66605(c) throtigh 66605(g) of the Act. 


While not expressly designated as a water-oriented use in tire McAteer-Petris Act, tire 
Commis.sion has a uthorized the placement of small amounts of fill for flood control 
purposes in severa, low lying area.s of the Bay Area, including along levees in the cities of 
Vallejo, Redwood (3ity and Fo.sler City in previous permits. The fill that ‘will be retemed 
to construct lire access rami, is 3,485 sciuare feet. The permittee has investigated the 
origin of tire fill by researching historic aerial photographs taken of the area and w.hile it 
is clear that this fill was placed, after the Commi,ssion's creation, it is unclear who placed 
the fill and hovv long the fill has been at this location. The permittee states that the 
access ramp is an io-tegral part of the flood control project because it will allow access to 
a vegetation management area that needs to be periodically mow'-ed and cleared of 
debris to adequately convey Hood flows to the weir. There is no alternative upland loca- 
lion for tlie ramp b ;cau,5e the ramp needs to be located adjacent to the management area 
and must provide vehicle access into the marsh land.s. Other locations were investigated 
for the ramp but ii was determined that placing it at another location would result in 
additional tidal marsh impacts because fill would be olaced in undLsturbed marsh ateas. 
Tiie location of the ramp was selected to minimize the area of marsh traversed by 
equipment and to limit as much as p^ossible vehicle movement to those areas that w'oidd 
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De aislurhed by Tr!,oivmg or ctebns removal, i'he pemuttes has designed the ramp so its' 
dimensions arc the minimum'width and slope needed for safe equipment passage. To 
mitigate the iinpjLCCs associated- tvith the fill for the access ramp, the permittee will 
remove the remainder of unauthorized fill and will excavate an upiand area located 
adjacent to the weir to depths appropriate tor the establishment of tidal marsh vegeta¬ 
tion. 


me; 


nil 


II fol.di 


With regard to fill in salt ppnds,.the permittee's engineering analysis indicates that tlui 
dimensions for the overllo'vi| weir and the concrete cellular mattresses alon' ~ ” 

pond levee are the.' minimum amount necessary to establish stable struchares 
flood flow'S vcliile iequhmg .miniriTi.UT! mamtenance. The structures wd 
3,08 acres aiony tie salt nond levees and ijTiDlemeniafloTi of me nroiect will result in 

C-- _ A X J 

flood water entering the salt -ponds periodically. Hcnvever, the fill is largely limiti--:! to 
existing salt pond levees - n o fill vvill be placed rvithin the water portion of the pcfids, 
except for a 13,06S-square-fpot portion of a cellular mattress in salt pond A6 needed to 
prevent furthei- ercision of the levee. To iriinimize impacts to vdldlife that utilize 


the salt 


pond.s, the permittee wdll coordinate with the USFWS to maintain optimum water levels 
for wildlife using temporary pumps when necessary to adjust water levels in the ponds. 
In addition, Special Condition II.M, has been included in this authorization. This Special 
Conditio.n requirc'S the perifiittee to submit evidence to the Commission that all 
Biological Opinions from the NOAA Fisheries and the USFWS have been issued for the 
project,, prior to tlv; commencement of construction activities. In addition, this condition 
requires the permiltee to imr.dement all measures required in the Biological Opinion.?, to 
avoid adverse impacts to fish: and wildlife within tire Commission's jurisdiction. La.sriy, 
the permittee .statsis that tlie.Tili associated with the project is necessary to protect the 
residents in the area from flooding and has been designed by engmeers to meet all stan¬ 
dards of safety for geologic and flood concerns. 

The Commission j'inds dial theie is no alternative upland location .for the equipment 
access ramp becau se the levee slope of 2.T is too steep to safely move hea\^ equipment 
up and dow.fi the slope, a.n<l that to minimize disturbance of marsh areas, the ramp 
should be located .rdjacent to tiie marsh area that v/ill be mowed and cleared of debris 
to minimize impacts on undisturbed tidal marsh. In addition, tire Commission finds that 
retention of the uaaulhorizec! nil necessary for ramp construction will be offset by 


removing the remaindex of the unauthorized fill and excavating a 3.,5 acie upic 


an 


slevation suitatde for tidal rfiarsh establishment. Lastly, the Commission finds ti 
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with and implcme.iting the recorr!mendations of the USFW^S aiiu uy 
'predoiranately the salt pond levees. For tliese reasons, the Commission finds that t] 
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ait Ponds, The Bry Plan fincines and policies on salt ponds and other managed '.-/e 
salt ponds are an economically important and productive use ol tl 
■and "...lajs icuig as is econorrdcaHy feasible, tlie salt ponds shcai 
be maintained in salt production., .in addition, the integrity of the salt production syste: 
should be respecied...." The .salt pond policies go on to state, “...despite 
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th.e Bay. This tyise of purciiase should have a high priority for any public 
available, becau.se opening ponds and managed wetlands to the Bay represents 
la,St sub.stantial opporturuly to enlarge the Bay rather than shrink it...." 


In evaluating the pi reject'.s 
sis must be frami?d in th 
surrounding salt ponds. 
Game to be eventr ally ma 


consistihey with the Bay Plan's Salt Pond policies, the airaly- 
le context that the affected ponds, as well as many of the 
have been sold to USFVV’S and the Department of Fis,'h and 
naged as wildlife habitat. 


The permittee has stated currently, excess flood flows enter salt ponds A8VV and 
A6 during heaxiy storms. Tht.\permittee will formalize this flood flow route by installing 
hardened flow corstrol and l.t vee stabilization structures. The permittee states that the 
flood improvements will occur primarily along the salt pond levees while some armoiiiig 
will occur below tlie water surface at pond A6 where the levee is currently eroding. The 
pond bottom where armoring will occur in pond An is considerably lower than the 
average level of t]r .e pond rv^ere .salt is harvested and has historically served as a borrow 
area for construction and maintenance of the salt pond levees. The fill that will be 
placed in salt por d A6 would prevejit further erosion and down-cutting of this salt 
pond levee and will ensure d\at e,yce.ss flood flows would be contained witlrin this pond. 
The area where fill will be placed in salt pond A8W has also eroded due to flood flov/s. 
Installation of the weir will Iiardefj: the salt pond levee and ensure tlrat flood flows are 
directed and remain in the salt ponds while minimizing flooding potential in nearby 
populated areas. The pemaittee states that the project will have a negligible affect on the 
salt production espaerty of tire system because; (1) such flood flows have adversely 
been entering thes3 ponds .for a number of years without an appreciable effect on salt 
production; and. (2) while''''hese flood flows dilute pond salinity, these ponds are 
managed a.s low salinity pones currently, and will soon be taken out of salt production 
to be mai'iaged for wildlife habitat. 


As noted above, ilie flood improvements will be constructed in salt ponds that have 
been acquired by tl ie USFVV'd ?md will be managed, for %vildlife habitat. In a letter dated 
July 3, 2002, to the Santa Valley Water District from tire Refuge Manager, it st.ates 

that, "[bjasod on ... meetings>n\d .. .letters...we [referring to tire USFWS] believe tlierc are 
no significant incojnpatibilities between both interim and long-term restoration [of the 
salt ponds along Guadalupe Slough] and flood control objectives...." The letter goe."; on 
to state that "...we believe [referring to the USFWS] the pond modifications that were 
recommended to ir arntain the Cargill salt produebon system vvould be applicable to the 
Refuge's management of the ponds during the interim restoration phase and probably 
when the area is f ully restored to a combination of tidal marsh and managed saline 
ponds...." The letter further .states "...we would like the flood waters to be confined in 
a.s few ponds as possible. Vlq. would like these ponds to be returned to their previous 
condition as soon after the r ood event as possible. Our highest priority would be to 
have Pond A8D dry enough to serve as nesting habitat for snowy plovers...." 


7’he flood control ii iproveiriculs will aid in accornplisl'iing at least two of die concep 
goals and features that have been identified in preliminary restoration plans (Si€ 
Bacband 2002) for the salt pends including; (1) providing open w'ater ponds; and 
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The Commission Inds that coitslniction of the flood control improvemenfs will not have 
a subsiaiirjal effect on the overall salt maldng system because the itriprovemcnt.s will 
largely occur alon g the salt- pond levees, thereby not appreciably decreasing the vvuuiTie 
of water in the pcmds, ar id not rhansine the current situation where flood watei* flows 


inio these salt 
irnprovejuents 
pond 


In addition, the Commission finds that the flc 
impair ijfe interim and long-term plans for converting the 


lood control 

war not impair rye interim ana long-term plans ror converting me sait 
wildlife habitat, a comfersion supported by the Bay Plan's salt pond policies, 
lese reasons, trie Commission finds that the project is consistent with the Bay Plan 
es on salt ponds. 


s. Sirction 66^2 of the McAteer-Petris Act states that, "...existing public 
access to the shc-reline and; w-aters of the -San Fra.rici.sco Bay is inadequate and that 
ma.ximum feasible public access, consistent with a proposed project, should be pro¬ 
vided...." In addition the. Bay Plan policies on public access state,, ".-.[a] proposed fill 
project should m.:rease public access to the Bay to the maximum extent feasible,..." In. 
assessing w'h.ether the public'acces.s improvements are consistent with Commission, .law 
and piolicy, tlie Commissicdl must consider vvhetlier there is a reasonable relationship 
between a permit condition and the impact o.r burden created by a development project. 
In this case, the Conirnissidh should evaluate the impact of the project on existing jjublic 
acccs.H facilities and tire dernknd’on public access facilities that will be generated by the 
potential increaseis in populatiof^arising from completion of the flood control improve¬ 
ments. ■ -.-I- 

The project vvill result in temporary trail closures for up to four months. Special 
Condition II-C-1 has been mclnded in this authorization to ensure that pirblic access 
Impacts as a re.su.it of trail; closures are offset by requiring the permittee to provide and 
sign alternate public accifs routes and to provide detours during those times that 
constniction inter rupts accels on the levees. 

In addition to the tempora.ry impact of trail closures, the project is part of the overall 
Lower Guadalupe River Froject which, in turn, has been designed to accommodate 
increased flows generated by two other flood control projects occurring upstream in the 


feet per secoj t 


project 


up 


liately 4,350 cubic feet per second above current capacity. 


Therefore, the project has been,designed to accommodate future water conveyance in ttie 
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corresponding increase in population will likely increase the aeui 
acce,s.s facilities in the area. To offset the piotential impacts of increased flood control 
and its implications for future development. Special Conditions n-C-2 and II-C-3 have 
been included in this auLhorization. These special conditions require the permiTo: 




install interpretive public £:::cess signs along trie At 


iviso Slough levee by December 


2d03 ana to either pr 
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cess an an acquired parcel located adjacent to the 
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The Commissioi' finds th-Lit, as conditioned, the proiect, will not significantly irnpau- 
current public access during Goristrucdon activities and that future impacts to public 
access as a resu t of increased development that can be reasonably anticipated as a 
result of providing inaproyed flood }.n‘Olection will be offset by implementing Special 
Conditions fl-C-l: and Ii-C-k' Therefore, the Commission finds that the project will pro¬ 
vide maximum i'easible publiciaccess, consistent wdth the project, as required by the 
Mc4teer-Petris /.ct and the Bay Flan policies on public access. 

' "hi 

D. Tidal Marshes. Tire Bay Plan, pobcies on tidal marshes and tidal flats state that, "{tjidai 
marshes and tidal fiats should be comerv^ed to the fullest possible extent. Filling ... pro¬ 
jects that would' substantially harm tidal marshes or tidal flats should be allovced only 
for purposes tiULt provide, substantial public benefits and only if there is no fea.sible 
alter,n.ative...An\ proposecfffill,..should be tlioroughly evaluated to determine the effect 
of the project ori tidal ihal^shes and tidal flats and be designed to minimize harmful 
effects...." In addition, fhe'policies state that, "[wjhere and whenever possible, foroier 
tidal marshes a.nd tidal flats that have been diked from the Bay should be restored to 
tidal action in or der to replace lost historic wetlands_" 

As described above, the permittee will install an access ramp on a 3,485-square-foot 
porticm of fill that was placedIwithout a BCDC permit. Only that portion of the fill 
needed to provide a ramp for equipment to safely access a section of marsh that vvill be 
rcgulajrly moweci and cleaned,of debris, will be retained; the remaining part of the tmau- 
thoriz.ed fill will be removed. Thp permittee contends that installation of the ramp in this 
location and vegetation mam^^ance is an integral component of the flood control 
project. Without periodic rnovd'ng of a 165,528-square-foot (3.80 acres) area of marsh 
vegetation, the permittee states that flood rvater will be impeded and will not be ade¬ 
quately directed to the weir and could result in flooding. The permittee further states 
that installation of the rarnp is necessary to gain access for equipment to mow the vege- 
iation and to remove accjimulated debris. To offset impacts to tidal marsh from 
constructing the ramp and ,^A'om periodic disturbance to the 165,528-square-foot area of 
marsh drat will he regularly mowed, the permittee will restore tidal marsh in a 3.5 acre- 
area that is currently upland habitat immediately adjacent to the proposed wem The 
area will be resrored to elevations suitable for the establishment of tidal marsh. To 
ensure that construction activities will not result in additional, unintended adver.se 
effects to tidal marsh. Special Conditions ITE-1 through lI-E-4 have been included tn this 
authorization. Tliese conditions require the permittee to remove all construction debris to 
a location outside of tire Commission's jurisdiction and to restore any marsh habitat 
inadvertently impacted during construction activities. 

The Commission fiirds that the'potential impacts associated with the periodic mowing 
of marsh vegetation and the installation of an access ramp in an area of unauthorized 
fill will be offset by restoring tidal marsh to a 3.5 acre area. In addition, the Cornnussion 
finds that the ramp and the periodic maintenance of vegetation is necessary to ensure 
the overall func ion of, an d to maintain the flood control improvements. Therefore, the 
Commis,sion. finds that the project is consistent with the Bay Plan policies on tidal 
marshes. 


E. Review Boards. Neither the Design Review Board nor the Engineering Criteria Kevievv 
Board review'ed the project because the project w/ill not involve substantial public access 
improvements at thi.s time nor the placement of substantial structures on fill that wiil 
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rufect public safety?. The Desi'pi Review Board ma)? review the fiibare public access pro¬ 
posal ■ ,V' 


Environmental Rtrvisw. The Santa 




ira Valiev Water District, tl 
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mental Impact Re 5ort for the project. 

G. Conciusion. For al! the above reasons, the Comniission finds, declares, and certifies that, 
subject to the Special Conditians stated herein, the project authorized herein is consis- 
lent with liie Sun vtuncisco Bay Pain, the ivIcAteer-PeiriS Act, the CoTnmtSSionG KpuhJo 
tionsa the Caliioinia Environrrivihtal Quality Act, and the Commission's AmeriCled 
Management Program for the San Francisco Bay segment of the California coastal zofie. 

Standard Conditions 

A- All required permissions from governmental bodies must be obtained before the corn- 
mencernent of 'W'ork; these mfidies include, but are not limited to, the U. S. ^Vitny Corps 
of Engineers, the State Land.; Commission, the Regional Water Quality Control Board, 
aitd the city and/or county in which the work is to be performed, whenever any of these 
may be requii'ed. This permit does not relieve the permittee of any obligations imposed 
by State or Federal law, either statutory or otherwise. 

B- The attached Notice of Cempietion and Declaration of Comr)liance form shall be 
returned to tlie Commission within 30 day.s following completion of the work. 

C. Work must be per'ormed in ti.re precise manner and at tire precise locations indicated in 
your application, as such may nave been modified by the terms of the permit anti any 
plans approved in wi'itingby or on behalf of the Commission. 

D. Work must be performed in a manner so as to minimize muddying of waters, and if 

diking is involved, dikes shall be waterproof. If any seepage returns to the Bay, the per¬ 
mittee will be subject to the regulations of the Regional Water Quality Control Board in 
tliat region. ; 

E. The rights, duties, and obligations contained in tliis permit are assignable. When the per* 
rnittec transfer am/ interest La any property eiUier on which the authorized activity will 
occur or which is necessary' to the full compliance of one or more conditions to this 
permit, the permittee/transferor and the transferee shall execute and submit to uie 
Commission a permit assignment form acceptable to the Executive Director. An assign- 
inenl shall not be clfective urdii Lh,e assignee executes and the Executive Director receives 
an acknowdedgm£:nt tbiat die assignee has read and understands the permit and agrees 
to be bound by tlit* terms and conditions of the permit, and the assignee is accepted by 
the Executive Director as beir 
conditions of the permit. 

F. Unless otherwise provided in this permit, all the terms and conditions of this permit 
shall reuiain effective for so long as the permit remains in effect or for so long as any use 
or construction aurhonzed by this permit exists, whichever is longer. 

G. Unless otherwise provided in this permit, the terms and conditions of this permit shall 
bind all future o-^vners and 1 iture possessors of any legal interest in the land and shall 


xBasuiii^bly capablfi u£ couipiyiitg wiitx tnG ter 




■ PERrrsIT NO. 5-02 
SaiiLa Clara Valley Dism,;t 
June 26, 2003 
Page 15 


Unless otherwise provided m this f>ermit, any rvork atsthorized herein shall be com¬ 
pleted within the Ume limits'.specified in this permit, or, if no time limits arc specified in 
the p.erirdt, witliin tliree years. If the work is not completed by the date specified m the 
permit, or, if no date is specified, within three years from the date of the permit, the 
permit shall become null and void. If a permit becomes null and void for a failure to 
coirifdy with these time linCtations, any fill placed in reliance on this permit shall be 
removed by the permittee ,D.r its assignee upon receiving -written notification by or on 
behalf of the Commission to'j.'emove the fill. 


I. Except as otherwise noted, violation of any of the terms of this permit sha.ll be grounds 
for reyocation. Tlie- Commission niay revoke any permit for suclr violation after a piiblic 
hearing held on reasonable notice to the permittee or its assignee if tire permit has been 
effectively assigrse<l. If the permit is revoked, the Commission may determine, if it deems 
appropriate, that £.11 or part of any fill or structure placed pursuant to this permit shall 
be removed by the permittee or its assignee if the permit has been assigned. 

f. This permit shall not take eiiyct unless the permittee executes the origiiral of this permit 
and returns it to tre Commilsion within ten days after Ore date of the issuance of the 
permit. No work siiall be done until the acknowledgment is duly executed and returned 
to the Commission. ' ; 

K. Any area subject l<* the jurisaiction of the San Francisco Bay Conservation and Develop¬ 
ment Commission under eith.er tire McAteer-Petris Act or the Suistm Marsh Preservation 
Act at the time the permit is granted or tliereafter shall remain subject to that j'ari.sdic- 
tion notwilhsrandiig the placement of any fill or the implementation of any substantial 
change in use authorized by this permit. 

L. Any area not subject to the jurisdiction of the San Francisco Bay Conservation and 
Development Commission that becomes, as a result of any w'ork or project authorized m 
this permit, subject to tidal action shall become subject to the Commission's "bay” juris¬ 
diction. 


M. Unless the Commission dLre,cr.$ otherwise, this permit shall become null and void if any 
term, standard coiLdiLion, .oi;,special condition of this permit shall be found illegal or 
unenforceable through the application of statute, administrative ruling, or court deter¬ 
mination. If this permit becomes null and void, any fill or structures placed in reliance on 
this permit shall be subject to removal by the permittee or its assignee if the permit has 
been assigned to the extent that tire Commission determines that such removal is appro¬ 
priate. Any uses authorized- shall be (erminated to the extent that the Commission 
determines that such uses should be tenrunated. 
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Executed at San Francisco, California, on bdialf of the San Francisco Bay Conservatior 
Dfc^velopment Commi tsion on tteF date first above written. 

1 WILL TRAVIS 

Executive DL-ector 
San Francisco Bav Conservation and 
-’ ■ 1 ,■' ■, Development Commission 


RJB/MBL/ra 


/ / /'j ''i 

( 2 / 4 / 

Dv; k Ld'-‘’w' 


/ ROBERT J. B,4THA 
/ Chief of Permits 


cc: U. S. Army Corps c-f Enginesys, Atin; Regulator}' Functirms Branch 

San Francisco Bay Regional Water Quality Control Board, 

Attn: Certificatio.i Section it 

Environincntal Prelection Asbney, Attn: Mike Monroe-WTR-8 
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